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WE ARE AUTHORISED TO STATE, on the highest autho- 
rity, that the Hon. George Denman, M.P., Q.C., intends 
to bring forward. at an early period of next session his 
proposal for the abolition of the Attorneys’ Certificate 
Tax. The learned gentleman was, we believe, prevented 
from doing so last year solely by the fact that he was 
not returned at the general election, and thus was not 
in Parliament early enough in the session to enable him 
to introduce a measure with any chance of success. 











“Justitia ” has written a vigorous letter to the Times 
denouncing the directors of Overend, Gurney, & Co., and 
promises us another upon the misconduct which has led 
to the present position of the London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railway. » We agree with “ Justitia’’ that those 
who perpetrate the abominations which have dis- 
graced ‘our commerce ought to take their places in the 
dock at the Old Bailey. As to the charge to be brought 
against them, there may be a difference in what technical 
form the accusation should be preferred. We can hardly 
think, with “ Justitia,” that an indictment for obtaining 
money by false pretences would be the proper method of 
proceeding against the members of the old Overend, Gur- 
ney, & Co., and the directors and promoters of the new. 
Setting aside the difficulties which would attend the 
proof of this charge where there is a complication of ac- 
counts, it is questionable whether any of the parties to 
this shameful transaction have, in the eye of the law, 
been guilty of obtaining money undér false pretences. 
Assuming that the old firm sold the business to the pro- 
moters knowing it to be insolvent, it is a part of 
the accusation that the promoters of the new com- 
pany accepted this transfer knowing the state of the 
concern they were taking. No indictment lies for ob- 
taining money under false pretences, unless the false- 
hood be proved to have induced the payment. Then, as 
to the first directors of Overend, Gurney, & Co. (Limited), 
inducing the public to subscribe for shares by means of false 
or fraudulent representations, does not, we conceive, amount 
to obtaining money under false pretences; the money 
subscribed is not directly pocketed by the scamps who do 
these things, but becomes the property of the “company” 
they have started. They do of course obtain a nefarious 
advantage to themselves as an ultimate result of the 
whole transaction, but cannot, we think, be said to 
“obtain ” the deposit-money paid on shares, so as to bring 
them within the penalties of an indictment of this kind. 
We would rather recommend an indictment for a con- 
spiracy to defraud. We would also direct the attention 
of “ Justitia” to sections 88 and 84 of the 24 & 25 Vict, 
6, 96, to which we have before referred; likewise to sec- 
tions 96 and 97 of the Companies Act, 1862. That cri- 
minal proceedings may in some form be instituted against 
the originators of Overend, Gurney, & Co. (Limited) is 
certainly desirable. As “Justitia” remarks—“If they 
be innocent, they will be acquitted; if guilty, they will 
be branded with infamy, treated as disgraced and de- 

criminals: the law will be vindicated, and a terror 
out to all who hereafter may wish to follow a course 





so mischievous and so fraught with misery and ruin to 
thousands,” When the results of the chancery inquiry 
are presented to the public in a complete form, perhaps 
steps may be taken to bring the guilty parties to justice ; 
it may be that, until then, it would be premature to com- 
mence such a ing. 

There is one remark made by “Justitia,” which we 
confess our inability to understand. Speaking of the 
position of the Gurneys shortly before the formation of 
the limited company, he says—“ The one curious fact as 
regarded their power was the extraordinary influence 
they exercised over the whole body of attorneys. It was 
impossible at this time to find an attorney called respect- 
able who would undertake anything against them, or 
who, nominally undertaking it, dared do his duty 
honestly.” This cannot be regarded otherwise than as a 
curious exaggeration. Had “Justitia ” or any other per- 
son had good cause of action against any one of the 
Gurneys, or the whole family put together, he would, we 
are sure, have found scores of firms, of the highest re- 
spectability, ready and willing to conduct his case, and 
we cannot understand how this could be supposed to be 
otherwise. We are not accusing “Justitia ” of conscious 
falsehood, he is probably a shrewd, honest man of strong 
feelings, though, apparently, no lawyer; honest indigna- 
tion is apt to be easily imposed upon, and “ Justitia’s” 
indignation has not, in the first instance, been aroused 
without a cause. 


It ovGHT to be called to the attention of the equity 
judges that a practice, not uncommon, of amalgamating 
several petitions under one order is productive of endless 
inconvenience, and in cases where, as generally happens, 
the interests of the parties concerned are of a conflicting 
nature, a handle is afforded to some one or more of 
them to annoy the rest, and to cause a serious obstruc- 
tion to business. A case of this nature has come under 
our notice illustrative of this inconvenience. Suppose 
the case of four petitions presented to wind-up a com- 
pany, and all being in the paper on one day. Suppose 
three of them presented by so many creditors a few 
months previously to the present hearing, and ordered to 
stand over until the occurrence of some event, and sup- 
pose the fourth petition to be presented by the company 
itself. The Court dismisses the petitions of A. and B., 
two of the creditors, and on the petition of C., the other 
creditor, and of D., the company, orders the company to 
be wound-up, but gives A. and B. the costs of their 
petitions. Now it appears not only reasonable, but 
most proper, that there should be one order drawn 
upon the four petitions if only to save expense; but 
mark the result. To procure the drawing-up of the order 
all the papers, that is, the petitions, the evidence, and 
the briefs, must be left with the Registrar, and before the 
drawing-up of the order can be completed, by placing it 
on the record, all the petitions must be filed. The order 
when drawn up must be advertised in the Gazette within 
a limited time, and any delay runs matters very close. 
Althoufh A. and B. are to have their costs, there has 
been some informality in their previous acts, perhaps an 
affidavit filed at the wrong time, or an advertisement 
improperly describing a petition, and their evidence will 
not be read in the order, so that they will fail to obtain 
all their eosts, or they are utterly careless if they can but 
obstruct. A., on being requested to hand in his papers, 
perhaps sends in a portion of them, retaining the rest for 
a few days. B. says, Oh! the order is not mine, I shall 
take no trouble about it; and while ©. and D. are strain- 
ing every nerve tocomply with the requirements of the 
General Orders, and place their notice in the Gazette, 
the vis inertie of A. and B. effectually stands in their 
way. Weare sure none of the judges ever intended to 
put such a power in the hands of a dissatisfied suitor, and 
the case has only to be mentioned in order to the appli- 
cation of the simple and obvious remedy. 


A NEW WORK on the Practice in Equity by way of 
7 
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Revivor and Supplement, by Mr. Loftus Leigh Pember- 
ton, of the Chancery Registrar’s office, has just been pub- 
lished. When we look upon the meagre character of our 
knowledge on this important subject, it must be admitted 
that every attempt to classify the numerous cases which 
have arisen under the new statutory jurisdiction of the 
Court tends towards the desirable end of settling an es- 
tablished practice. If this work is looked upon only in 
such a light, we must hail its appearance with some 
satisfaction. The volume itself we have not yet seen, 
but the name and position of the author, who, though 
we believe new as an author, occupies a post as an officer 
of the Court which has afforded him unusual facilities for 
the compilation of a work on points of practice, afford 
us some guarantee of the value of the work. We 
hope, when we have had an opportunity of examining 
the book, to give an account of it somewhat more at 
length. 





THE Manchester Courier says :— The Solicitors’ Jour- 
nal denies the statement of the Bishop of Oxford that 
banns of marriage ought to be published in English 
churches only after the Nicene Creed, instead of, as is 
usually done, after the second lesson. The Act of Geo. 4 
is appealed to in support of this denial. The actual state 
of the case we believe to be this,—the Rubric provides 
that banns should be, as the bishop says, published after 
the Nicene Creed in the morning service; but, it having 
been found, during the degenerate days of the Georges, 
that pluralist rectors frequently held only one service in 
the week, alternating the morning and evening services 
between their two churches, an Act was passed in 4 Geo. 
4, authorising banns to be published after the second 
lesson in the evening service. Thus, while it would be 
legal to read the banns after the second lesson in the 
evening, it is illegal to read them otherwise than after 
the Nicene Creed in the morning.” 

The writer of these remarks, if a lawyer, cannot have 
read the Act of Geo. 4; if a layman, cannot have under- 
stood it. 





Lorp CHIEF JUSTICE BOVILL, as is his custom, rode 
across country from his residence at Maplesdon, on 
Monday morning, to Woking station, there intending to 
take the up-train for London. He had just arrived 
at the station when his horse suddenly rushed 
among a number of trucks in a siding, threw his rider, 
and fell. Sir William was immediately assisted, and, 
though apparently roughly shaken, he proceeded to town 
by the train. We understand that the Chief Justice 
had recently purchased the animal which he rode, and 
that at the time it bolted it was affected by what is 
known to veterinary surgeons as “ megrims,” a disease, 
or affection, of the brain. 

Now that the danger is passed and no worse harm 
than a rough shaking appears to have happened to the 
Lord Chief Justice Bovill on the occasion of his esca- 
pade last Monday morning we can afford to laugh with 
him over his little misfortune, and to congratulate him 
on his escape. Not every man who has arrived at the 
dignity so recently attained by the Lord Chief Justice 
has preserved his youthful activity sufficiently to enable 
him to ride a recently-purchased horse across country 
down to the railway station of a morning regardless of 
the possibility of a“ spill.” Everybody, nowadays, “ goes 
to the station ” of a morning, and it may be taken as 
one of the signs of our advancing civilization that 
men who work hard through the day, and, perhaps, 
through balf the night, are content to undergo the extra 
fatigue of a daily return journey by railway, if only they 
may be thereby enabled to sleep in the free air of the 
country. Should the learned judge have recovered from 
his fall sufficiently to resume the saddle, it is to be hoped 
that no strange animal “of vicious mien ” will in future 
have the charge of his Lordship’s person. There are not 
so many able men who in their prime attain the highest 
dignity, that we can afford to let even one throw himself 





= 
away from the back of a vicious or diseased horse, anj 
least of all, one whose honours are as yet but in the bag 
Without in the least desiring to discourage horsemay, 
ship, we think that a Lord Chief Justice is scarcely ny, 
fully employed in “schooling” young horses, or even iy 
“sporting” trained hunters; and while we wonld 
sorry to say a word against any indulgence the Lord Chig 
Justice may desire in the field, we think that they 
cannot be any necesiity for the extra risk of a ride acroy 
country in cool blood, 





THE LATE LorD JUSTICE KNIGHT BRUCE once saij 
that a man might be honest without being a lawya, 
We should have thought that it might have been saij 
with equal truth that a man might understand th 
simplest principles of criminal law without practising y 
the Old Bailey. But the reports of the trial of the cay 
of Stokes v. Kellock in the Court of Common Pleas, shoy 
that it is possible for a solicitor of considerable exper. 
ence to act in apparent disregard of the rules both of 
law and common sense when dealing with a matte 
foreign to the usual course of professional routine. Th 
conduct of all parties concerned in this case was, indeei, 
equally surprising. One does not often hear a more ex. 
traordinary story than that of Mr. Stokes, the plaintiff, 
who had “ borrowed” coals of Miss Kellock, the defen. 
dant, from November to February. The reason which 
Mr. Stokes gave for this strange proceeding was that his 
cellar would only hold half-a-ton of coals, and as that 
article was dear in November he began to borrow of Mis 
Kellock in order to postpone buying until it should hk 
cheaper, and through forgetfulness he went on _ borrow. 
ing until he owed 1t. 14c., or nearly three times the 
quantity that his own cellar would hold. This story is 
the more remarkable because Mr. Stokes appears to bea 
surgeon-dentist of good position and reputation. He 
lives at Kensington, and occupies for professional pur- 
poses a house in Brook-street, at a rent of £230 a-year. 
It might be supposed that such a man would not be 
over careful to practice small economies, and certainly 
would not attempt to practice them at a neighbour’s ex- 
pense. Miss Kellock rented of Mr. Stokes the upper part 
and basement of the house in Brook-street, and we may 
suppose that the coal-cellar which she occupied was taken 
into account when her rent was fixed. If Mr. Stokes 
had chosen to reserve this cellar, or part of it, for his own 
use he might have laid in during summer a stock of 
coals sufficient to preserve him from the exactions of 
retail dealers during winter. 
the value of his cellar in rent he ought to have sub- 
mitted to give it back in the price of coals, 

Considering that Lord Chief Justice Bovill and a 
special jury devoted some hours to the investigation of 
this case, it is to be hoped that readers will not turn 
from the above details as trivial and beneath their notice. 
Mr. Stokes’s explanation of his own conduct was given 
in a letter to Miss Kellock, covering four sides of 
paper, and which the newspapers set forth at full 
length. In this letter, dated February 8, he properly 
begins by saying that he takes the responsibility for his 
servant’s acts upon himself. He avows that “when cir- 
cumstances required ” he had repeatedly borrowed coals 
from Miss Kellock’s stock. He considers that the quan- 
tity taken daily would be over-estimated at two scuttles, 
and he has ascertained, by consulting an expert, that 
eight scuttles make a sack. From November 17 to Feb- 
ruary 2, including both days and excluding Sundays, is 
sixty-eight days, in which he would have consumed 
136 scuttles, or seventeen sacks, or 1t. 14c, The “cir- 
cumstances” which required this application of Miss 
Kellock’s coal to Mr. Stokes’ purposes are detailed 
in a paragraph of the letter which deserves quotation:— 

I found my own stock of coals suddenly at an end, and, 
not wishing to buy at the extravagant rate charged for coals 
when bought by the sack, I told James to use your cot 
and to keep a register of the amount used daily, intending 
to repay, as heretofore, when my coals came in; but time 





But if Mr. Stokes received | 
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has slipped away so swiftly, and from forgetfulness, added + who did not think necessary to stipulate for a retractation 


to some difficulty in getting coal-merchants to supply so 
small a quantity as half a ton, which is all my cellar 
holds, that I have permitted a much longer time to elapse 
than I intended. 


We certainly never before felt so strong necessity to 
explain an explanation, and when Mr. Stokes goes on to 
say that the reason why he took Miss Kellock’s coals 
without asking leave was because he was not on speak- 
ing terms with her, one becomes quite bewildered. 
We must not be understood, however, as intending 
to suggest that Mr. Stokes writes like a man who feels 
that he has done a thing to be ashamed of. On the con- 
trary, he seems to have regarded the opportunity as 
favourable for the display of his talent for high diplo- 
matic correspondence—a talent for which it is to be 
regretted that the profession of a surgeon-dentist affords 
hardly any scope. When he writes that “the harmony 
of our relation respectively has been interrupted for a 
long time,” we feel that a more august phrase could not 
have been used if the great King of Prussia had written 
to the Empress Queen; and yet it only means that Mr. 
Stokes and Miss Kellock were not upon speaking terms. 
We should add to Mr. Stokes’ magnificent narration that 
the way to Miss Kellock’s cellar lay through her kitchen, 
and that that lady kept a boarding-house, and was pro- 
bably, like other persons similarly employed, sufficiently 
observant of her own affairs, and not wholly uninterested 
in her neighbours’. 

It appears that Mr. Collette, of the firm of Pritchard 
& Collette, was now consulted by Miss Kellock. Mr. 
Stokes’ letter was shown to him, and after reading it, he 
—to use his own words—“ advised Miss Kellock to go 
before a magistrate, and she would get the truth as to the 
amounts.” Mr. Collette went before a magistrate on Miss 
Kellock’s behalf on the 5th February, and the magistrate 
“allowed a summons,” but it was not then taken out. 
Instead of adopting that extreme step, Mr. Collette wrote 
to Mr. Stokes and to Miss Kellock. It would probably 
seem from these letters that Mr. Collette had regarded 
the application for a summons (as many people do who 
have better excuse for such a mistake) as a sort of civil 


_ process for the recovery of the abstracted coals; and 


when he became aware that it was the first step in a 
criminal proceeding, he desired that Mr. Stokes should be 
informed of his position before anything was done. 
On the same day Mr. Stokes tendered to Miss Kellock 
the quantity of coals which he admitted to have taken, 
and she, under Mr. Collette’s advice, refused to receive 
them. A solicitor on behalf of Mr. Stokes now saw 
Mr. Collette, who talked of requiring a statutory decla- 
tation from Mr. Stokes as to the quantity of coals ab- 
stracted by him. One cannot help remarking that this 
requisition rather savours of conveyancing and is pro- 
bably novel in connection with an alleged felony. The 
case was not tried out, and therefore, perhaps, Mr. 
Collette’s explanation of his share in it remained im- 
perfect. Upon the reports it is impossible to see why, 
rebus sic stantibus, there was any necessity for disturbing 
them. However, a summons was taken out and served 
upon Mr. Stokes more than a month after he had offered 
to replace the coal, and upon the 19th March he ap- 
peared at the police court to answer the charge of felony. 
As soon the nagistrate understood the case he dismissed 
it. Mr. Stokes now brought an action against Miss 
Kellock for having maliciously caused Mr. Collette to 
prefer this charge. 

We have thus traced the history of one of the most 
extraordinary and unnecessary embroilments that ever 
resulted in a law-suit. During the course of the trial the 
Lord Chief Justice more than once intimated that a 
settlement was desirable, and his advice was ultimately 
adopted. A verdict was taken for £200 damages, and 
Mr. Keane, Q.C., who was counsel for Miss Kellock, made 
a full and handsome apology to Mr. Stokes. The plain- 
tiff’s case had been opened by Mr. Serjeant Ballantine, 
with extreme severity of language towards Mr. Collette, 





of the imputations made against him. There was, indeed, 
no ground for imputing to Mr. Collette more than that 
he had been marvellously injudicious. A trumpery 
matter was made to assume grand proportions, and if Miss 
Kellock had never sought legal advice at all she could 
scarcely have managed worse than she did under the 
guidance ofa solicitor. We can only end as we began, by 
saying that the conduct of all parties in this business has 
been equally astonishing, and perhaps if we wished to 
describe Mr. Collette’s part in it with strict accuracy, we 
might say that it was womanly. 





On TUESDAY afternoon a largely-attended meeting of 
members of the medical profession was held in the 
Literary and Scientific Institution, under the presidency 
of Sir William Fergusson, to consider the case of Adsolon 
yv. Statham. It will be remembered that the defendant was. 
charged with assaulting the plaintiff, with forcibly adminis- 
tering chloroform to her, and with improperly extracting 
six of her teeth. Evidence was adduced on the part. 
of the defendant that the chloroform was administered. 
correctly, and that the teeth were rightly and skilfully: 
extracted; and the trial, which lasted two days, ended 
in the jury being dismissed because they were unable 
to agree to a verdict. The meeting expressed the 
warmest sympathy with Mr. Statham, and unabated 
confidence in his practical skill and professional integ- 
rity and honour; and that in this particular case his 
treatment was sound, skilful, humane, and beyond re- 
proach. 

The chairman commented upon the erronéous notions 
entertained by the public, and even by the less ex- 
perienced members of the profession, respecting the ad- 
ministration of chloroform, and stated that the late Lord 
Campbell was only prevented by the late Dr. Snow from 
introducing a bill based on the supposition that a person 
could be rendered temporarily insensible in the street by 
merely waving before his face a handkerchief which con- 
tained chloroform. 

Several gentlemen declared it was a public calamity 
that it should be supposed that charity on the part of 
medical men was practised with ulterior motives. 





Mr. Gopreey, of Gray’s-inn, whom we, in common 
with more than one of our contemporaries, erroneously 
believed to have been the defendant in Ormandy v. Okell,* 
has addressed the following letter to the editor of the 
Times :— 

Sir,—I was much surprised, on reading the Times of this 
morning, to find that you had, in a report of this case in the 
Court of Chancery, erroneously mentioned my name through- 
out as the trustee and solicitor in the matter, whereas I 
am not the party, and I must request you to be good enough 
to insert this letter in the next impression of your paper, 
and to otherwise rectify so gross an error, as the person men- 
tioned in the proceedings is Mr. John Godfrey, a solicitor 
practising in the country, and not J. Perry Godfrey, as stated 
in the report above referred to. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

Gray’s-inn, Dee. 7. J. Perry GODFREY. 

We regret very much that the similarity of name, and 
the fact that Mr. Perry Godfrey is so much the better 
known to the profession, should have led the reporters to 
confound these two gentlemen. 





By THE OBITUARY NOTICES of last week we find that 
Mr. Mayhew, of Vernon-place, Bloomsbury-square, 
died on the 2nd inst. To the majority of our readers 
this might have conveyed no information; they would 
not have imagined that the originator of a great idea 
had “gone to his home.” Yet, had the deceased gentle- 
man lived, he would unquestionably have obtained a 
notoriety, unenviable perhaps, but such as to place him 
among noted public characters, and carried down to 
posterity— 

“ A long, if ill-got, fame.” 
v 11 Sol, Jour, 133. 
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As it is that notoriety will never be attained. Mr. 
Mayhew was neither a man of science nor a master of 
literature; he was not an inventor nor did he in any 
other way confer a benefit on his race. The notoriety 
Mr. Mayhew would have obtained would have been for 
the discovery of a new mode of evading service on juries. 
The office, which has for a long time existed in the 
city of London, where any merchant or other person on 
the jury-list, desirous of being exempt from service on 
juries, could, by the annual payment of a guinea, escape 
the duty he would otherwise be bound to perform, 
has been already noticed in these columns.* - By 
what means beyond that payment the juryman escaped 
his duty, few, and perhaps none, cared to inquire; but it 
is probable that for many years a lucrative trade has 
been carried on in the illegal insuring of jurymen against 
the service their position compels them to perform; and 
the mode by which this was effected appears to have 
been simply a system of ingenious perjury. When a 
juryman is called in Court and does not answer to his 
name, the judge inflicts a fine, which is usually the sum 
of ten pounds. If a valid excuse is shown for non-at- 
tendance, it is no difficult matter to procure the remission 
of the fine. In order to prove the alleged excuse, it is 
necessary that some person acquainted with the facts 
should make an affidavit setting them out, and there- 
upon the juror’s absence is condoned almost as a matter 
of course. Taking advantage of this fact, several affi- 
davits had been filed, with the intention of procuring the 
exemption from the fine imposed, on as many jurymen 
who failed to attend in the city on the day for which 
they had been summoned. Several of these affidavits 
had proved to be false, and Mr. Mayhew had been com- 
mitted for trial charged with the perjury so committed. 
There is but little doubt that he must have had a very 
large number of subscribers to his fund, who all looked 
to him for exemption from service on juries in considera- 
tion of the payment of a guinea. That several false 
affidavits had been filed is equally true; but whether 
Mr. Mayhew would have been convicted of perjury is 
a question which must for ever remain a mystery. At 
all events there is the fact that the idea of insuring 
against service on jurieswas invented by Mr. Mayhew, 
and that its existence has been brought to light in the 
manner described. 

Now, if exemption in such a manner were legitimate, 
there would be nothing to be said on the subject; but 
gentlemen who are so ready to pay a small annual sum 
to evade-an obvious duty do not appear to consider that 
their absence must entail upon others the performance 
of that duty they themselves make light of. It may 
well be admitted that such a service is irksome; that 
in the majority of cases it is altogether uninteresting; 
that the remuneration is in every case far from 
adequate to compensate jurors for their loss ‘of time; 
and that oftentimes attendance at court results in a 
day’s waiting about without even the smallest remu- 
neration; but service on juries is none the less a duty 
which the law ealls upon all whose names are on the 
ury-lists to perform. So long as the liability and the irk- 
someness remain men must abide by the law, and 
not evade it in such a way as to cast their own burdens 
upon others, The mode of summoning juries requires 
alteration as well as their remuneration, and itis to be 
hoped that next session of Parliament will witness the 
initiation of a new practice in these matters. 





Mr. S. 8. Dickinson, of Stroud, has addressed, on 
the subject of the extradftion of criminals, an im- 
portant letter to the editor of the Zimes. The view 
which he takes of- the matter seems to be that, 
under certain regulations to be determined by Par- 
liament, we should hand over for trial abroad, treaty 
or no treaty, all foreign criminals coming within the 
jurisdiction of our courts, who have committed crimes 
abroad, for which, if committed in England, they could 





* 10 sol. Jour. 1079, 








by English law be tried and punished. His argument ig 
to the effect that, inasmuch as a treaty between two 
nations involves an international dispute if any contro. 
versy should arise as to its meaning, or the mode in which 
it is executed, and thus a process which should be purely 
magisterial and judicial becomes partly Governmental, 
the Government should be released from all connection 
with “a question of legal procedure, for which the legal 
tribunals should alone be responsible.” ‘the extradition 
of criminals may be, he says, within the competence of 
other European Governments, but it is «tra vires of ours, 
and a treaty when made by our Government requires the 
confirmation of the Legislature— 

Thus, the Legislature does act, but it should act indepen. 
dently, and not ex contractu with foreign Governments; and 
it should determine its own laws relating to foreign criminals, 
and these laws should be general, applicable to all foreign 
countries, and not special, and confined to a few. A jurist 
could readily draw up a code which would meet every re. 
quirement of justice, and which, while allowing this country 
to continue an asylum to purely political offenders, would 
provide every proper facility for arresting and delivering up 
criminals flying from justice. Such a code would remedy a 
serious defect in our criminal law, relieve the Government 
from the complicated questions to which extradition treaties 
cannot fail to give rise, and place us in a position to avail 
ourselves of the facilities which foreign countries would ex. 
tend to us in the pursuit of our own criminals abroad. 





WE (Inverness Advertiser) REGRET to have to record 
the death of Mr, Hugh Fraser, W.S., at Edinburgh, upon the 
2nd inst, in his 70th year. With him has terminated the 
male line of one of the old Fraser stock, and the next heir 
male to Lovat, after the present Strechin branch. The 
Frasers of Struy forabout 250 years heldan honourable posi- 
tion in the county of Inverness. His mother wasa daughter 
of Torbreck, known in Inverness as “ Lady Struy,” and, 
with other members of the family, was born in the Man- 
sion-house of Merkinch, then standing a pleasant open 
residence, now closely hemmed in with buildings. 





THE FOLLOWING GENTLEMEN, in addition to those als 
ready named, are about to be made Queen’s Counsel: 
—G. M. Dowdeswell, Esq., of the Inner Temple and 
Oxford Circuit, called in Trinity Term, 1834; ©. G. 
Prideaux, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn and the Western Cir- 
cuit, called in Easter Term, 1836; H. T. Cole, Esq., of 
the Middle Temple, and Western Circuit, called in 
Michaelmas Term, 1842; T. J. Clark, Esq., of the Inner 
Temple and Home Circuit, called in Michaelmas Term, 
1845; T. K. Kingdon, Esq., of the Inner Temple and 
Western Circuit, called in Hilary Term, 1848; and T. 
Spinks, Esq., LL.D., of the Inner Temple and Doctors’- 
commons, practising in the Probate Court, admitted to 
practise as an advocate in Michaelmas Term, 1849, and 
called to the bar in Michaelmas Term, 1858. 





Mr. Rospert THoMAs HEAD, solicitor, of Exeter, was 
this year, for the third time in succession, elected Mayor 
of Exeter. Since the year 1356, in the time of Edward 
III., no one has before held this office for more than two 
consecutive years. 


s 
SIR RICHARD TORIN KINDERSLEY. 

Whilst Westminster Hall, on Monday, the 26th of 
November, was under the influence of a powerful excite- 
ment, and one of its courts crowded to excess; whilst the 
leading members of the legal profession were mingled 
with the humblest, there to witness the farewell of 
an eminent common law judge—no less valued for his 
private virtues than his judicial talents—and whilst the 
first law officer of the Crown, in a happy vision of oratory 
and eulogy, sought to express the feelings of the profes- 
sion and of the throng there assembled, a very different 
scene was being enacted in Lincoln’s-inn, though on & 
precisely similar occasion. 

For many months, as is well known to our readers, it 
had been currently reported that there would be changes 
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upon the equity bench, and various, and sometimes 
even absurd, versions of that which was to take place 
were given, many parties probably borrowing somewhat 
from their imagination, to repeat rather what they 
wished than what they knew. Certain it was that, to 
use a vulgar phrase, “the candles were all burning out 
together,” and the time was at hand when more than 
one of those luminaries would have the option, if he 
thought fit, of retiring from his judicial labours on a 
pension well earned by fifteen years spent in the service 
of the public. 

These rumours chiefly referred to the expected retire- 
ment of Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, he being the senior 
of the three Vice-Chancellors, and his term, therefore, ex- 
piring the first, namely, at the conclusion of the last Long 
Vacation. Meantime, whilst tourists were returning to 
the great metropolis, and the inns of court becoming again 
frequented by their wonted throngs, the hand of death 
was laid upon the judge next in authority to the Lord 
Chancellor himself, and Lord Justice Knight Bruce only 
retired to die full of years and honour. We have paid our 
tribute to his talents; peace be to his ashes. 

Notwithstanding the general state of expectancy thus 
created, so well was the secret (if such it can be called) 
kept, that not until the actual journey to Windsor by 
the new Lord Justice and Vice-Chancellor Kindersley to 

‘be appointed members of her Majesty’s Privy Council, 
was it really known that the retirement of the latter 
was at hand. Nay, more, it was not until Saturday, the 
24th of November, the working day next preceding the 
Monday when he actually left the bench, that his inten- 
tion of retiring on that day the fact was known, and 
even then such knowledge on the slight foundation that 
he expressed a wish that nothing should be in the paper 
on that day that could not be disposed of. All who sat 
before him that day felt, indeed, that it was the last day 
of his judicial life, and to some, we have reason to know, 
it was mingled with a certain degree of melancholy, that 
# connection which had subsisted for so many years was 
about to close for ever. There is always, almost under 
any circumstances, something depressing to the spirits in 
the idea of a farewell, and, although it might have been 
a wrong impression, there were some who thought that 
the judge himself was impressed with some sad feeling. 
To the crowd these things, of course, had no existence, 
for even the half-knowledge possessed by those who had 
habitually sat-before him was anything but general. 
The day’s work progressed, commenced by one of the 
most able judgments ever delivered by this most able 
judge, on an entirely new point which was most 
thoroughly disposed of according to his wont. Then came 
the usual business, and at four o’clock he left his seat 
never to resume it; no word was spoken, no allusion made; 
he left and gave no sign. 

His career it is scarcely necessary for us to enlarge 
apon, it is so well-known. 

For many years a distinguished leader in Lord Lang- 
dale’s court, he established a reputation which he stiil 
retains, for unflinching integrity, sound judgment, and 
a strictness of principle which rises superior to every 
consideration. For some years he acted as one of the 
Masters in Chancery, an office which he left to take his 
seat upon the Bench. We are not called upon to be 
the biographers of a living man, bui we may be per- 
mitted to pay our tribute to the judicial talents, which 
leave, probably. fewer of his decisions reversed than 
those of any other judge, and which, to those who have 
the privilege of his private friendship, are known to 
be equalled by a kindness of disposition which renders 
him beloved by a numerous circle of connections and 
friends. It is, however, a subject of congratulation 
that such valuable services will not be altogether lost to 
the country, inasmuch as having been made a privy 
counsellor, he still has it in his power to sit as a judge 
in one of the highest English tribunals. 

_ As might have been expected in so lengthened a 
judicial career, Vice-Chancellor Kindersley was often 


called upon in cases of first impression to decide new points 
on principle; these decisions bear the impress of a superior 
mind and clear judgment, and in more than one instance 
have resulted in the laying down of broad principles, 
leading the way to the settlement of questions hitherto 
involved in doubt and uncertainty. Thus the case of 
Vaughan v. Vanderstegen, 2 W. R. 293, decided that 
although a married woman’s separate estate was liable for 
debts sub modo, the rule did not apply where she was donee 
of » power of appointment; thus laying down the broad 
distinction between property and power which had been 
so much lost sight of in the older: authorities, or, at all 
events, confused. This same subject arose in the last 
judgment which his Honour delivered; in which he 
decided that a married woman was liable as a con- 
tributory in respect of separate estate. In Dady v. 
Hartridge, 6 W. R. 834, the principle upon which assets 
are marshalled in courts of equity was clearly laid down, 
and that case is now a leading (being the first) authority 
on the point. It is singular with regard to this case 
that for a period of two years there was no other report 
of it than that which appeared in the Weekly Reporter, 
and then (somewhat late) it rose into notice, and was 
reported in the regular series, 

With regard to joint-stock companies, in Brochwell’s 
case, 5 W. R. 858, his Honour, from his experience as 
master, was so impressed with the very questionable 
mode in which they were conducted, that he teok a strong 
view on the question, and decided that a person taking 
shares on the faith of a false and fraudulent report which 
had got into circulation, was not liable as a contributory. 
This decision, however, was modified subsequently in the 
Court of Appeal, vide Mizer’s case, 7 W.R. 677. His 
Honour, on several subsequent occasions, referred to the 
subject, expressing respect for the subsequent decisions, 
but evidently retaining somewhat of his first impression. 
But perhaps one of the most valuable of the judg- 
ments of this excellent judge was in the case of Lowndes 
v. Bettle, 12 W. R. 399, upon the subject of waste, which 
forms, in itself, a perfect treatise on that important sub- 
ject, containing a detailed review of all the authorities. 

As far as his career as Vice-Chancellor is concerned, 
therefore, he leaves a name behind him that will not 
easily perish; albeit his place is filled by an able and 
amiable successor. 


TRANSFERS OF SHARES IN JOINT-STOCK COM- 
PANIES.—No, IT. 


In our previous article upon this subject we spoke of 
the bearing of the Stock Exchange rules upon these 
transactions, and also of the power of directors to refuse 
to register a proposed transfer. We now proceed to 
examine the provisions of the Companies Act, 1862, upon 
purchases and sales of shares, 

In the first place, this Act prescribes no form of transfer. 
The 20th section of the Act of 1856 required that the 
transfer should be in writing, in or to the like effect of a 
form specified in the schedule, and should be executed by 
both transferror and transferree. The Act of 1862 is silent 
upon this point, and if it is wished that a particular form 
of transfer should be imperative, this should be provided 
for by the company’s regulations. In the absence of such 
a provision the effect will be that the shares can be 
transferred by parol; but it must be remembered that 
before the transferror and transferree change places, the 
transfer must be registered, and that the consent of the 
directors is usually, if not invariably, requisite before this 
can be done; upon which subject we must refer the 
reader back to our former article. A form of transfer 





| having been provided by the Act of 1856, it ia pro- 
| bable that companies formed and registered under that 
| Act made no special provision of their own in this 

respect, and that consequently shares in such companies 

may now be transferred by parol, section 20 of that Act 
| being no longer in force. As it is seldom, we fancy, that 
| companies formed under the new Act prescribe a form of 
transfer, the same is probably the case with these com- 
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panies. | There is so much danger of misconception, owing 
to the ambiguousness of the word “transfer,” that we 
call attention to the fact the word as used above simply 
means the bargain and sale; and when it said that 
in a particular company, shares may be transferred by 
parol, all that is meant is that, as between the vendor 
and purchaser, the contract of sale may be aparol contract; 
it may be that the contract is a contract conditional on 
the parchaser’s name being enabled to be placed on the 
register, but that is an ulterior matter, and we shall 
come to that by-and-bye. 

While upon the subject of transfer, we shall perhaps 
be expected to say something respecting transfers in 
blank—that is, transfers executed by the vendor, with a 
blank space left for the name of the vendee. But in 
truth the case-law respecting blank transfers is not applic- 
able to shares in joint stock companies. The leading case 
upon the subject is Hibblewhite v. McMorine, 6M. & W. 
200, in which it was held that where shares are transfer- 
able by deed only, a transfer deed with a blank left for 
the name of the transferree is not valid; and this was so 
held, on the ground that there was nothing to show that 
an instrument which when executed was incapable of 
operation and was no deed, could afterwards become one, 
by being completed by a stranger; and that, in fact, the 
contention was an attempt to make a deed transferable 
like a bill of exchange. 

It will, perhaps, be asked, what would be the effect of 
a transfer in blank of shares in a company whose regula- 

tions required the transfer to be by a document in writing, 
signed by both transferror and transferree ? Mr. Lindley, 
in his work on Partnerships, vol. 1, p. 597, has suggested 
that possibly the principle in Hibblewhite v. McMorine 
(ubi sup.), is applicable to those cases in which the trans- 
fer is required to be in that formand manner. Consider- 
ing, however, that Hibblewhite v. McMorine was decided 
upon grounds applicable to the case of a deed only, and 
not to a mere document in writing, not under seal, the 
contrary would probably be the case; the query, however, 
is of but little importance. 

In considering the effect of contracts to buy and sell 
shares, and especially in applying some of the older deci- 
sions upon the subject, it is necessary to guard against 
misapprehension arising from the word “ transfer ” itself, 
Sometimes this word is used to signify a complete change 
of membership, and a substitution of the purchaser for 
the vendor as a member of the company, and this is the 
meaning which in ordinary conversation would probably 
be attached tothe phrase “ transfer of shares;” frequently, 
however, the word “transfer ” is employed to denote the 
document of transfer mentioned above, where such is 
necessary. In Zaylor v. Stray; 5 W. R. 528, 2 C.B.N.S. 
175, for instance, the word is repeatedly employed in this 
latter sense, and shortly after the failure of Overend, 
Gurney, & Co., when the subject we are now upon was 
much discussed in the columns of our contemporaries, 
that case, and remarks of the learned judges who decided 
it, were repeatedly cited in a manner which showed that 
the writers entirely misapprehended the sense in which 
the term was used. 

It is also necessary to bear in mind that in these 
_cases there are three parties whose rights and positions 
have to be coneidered, and these are the vendor, the pur- 
chaser, and the company. 

Between the vendor and purchaser, the case is the 
common case of specific performance; both parties must 
do all they can to carry into effect the contract into 
which they have entered, though it may happen (from 
the directors’ consent being justifiably withheld, for in- 
stance) that the change of membership cannot be com- 
pleted. 
has been entered into by the vendor and purchaser, then 
either of these two individuals will be entitled to a decree 
for specific performance against the other, if he has done 
what he could to carry the agreement into effect. Buta 


If an indubitable contract of sale and purchase | 


decree for specific performance will not make the parties ' 


‘change places ; registration is necessary for that, and 











before the Court could order this, the company must he g 
party, which the Master of the Rolls, in Poole v. Middle. 
ton, 29 Beav. 646, 9 W. R. 758, ruled that a company cannot 
be in a mere suit for specific performance of a contract for 
purchase and sale of their shares. Upon petition or 
motion it might be that the Court would order a pur. 
chaser’s name to be entered upon the register in lien 
of a vendor’s; at any rate, it could entertain the question, 

This brings us to what is the most important part of 
our subject—the effect of a winding-up upon a pending 
agreement for sale and purchase of shares. We shall 

first take the provision of the Companies Act of 1862 as 
it stands, and then consider the manner in which it has 
been construed by the Court of Equity in recent cases, 

Section 153 of the Act provides that “where any com- 
pany is being wound up by the Court or subject to the 
supervision of the Court, all dispositions of the property, 
effects, and things in action of the company, and every 
transfer of shares or alteration in the status of the 
members of the company made betweeen the commencement 
of the winding-up, and the order for winding-up shall, 
unless the Court otherwise orders, be void. 

And section 84 provides that a winding-up by the 
Court shall be deemed to commence at the presentation 
of the petition for the winding-up. 

Now section 153 is by no means so accurately worded 
as to leave no doubt of its intention. What is the mean- 
ing of the word “transfer” as used here? Does it mean 
that no complete change of membership taking place 
after the presentation shall be valid unless the Court 
otherwise orders? Or is it intended to mean that agree- 
ments for sales of shares commenced after the presenta- 
tion shall not be perfected unless the Court so orders ? 
Here is at once a considerable uncertainty arising from 
the wording of this section. Then, again, what are we 
to understand by the words “alteration in the status of 
the members of the company?” Do they refer to sales 
of the shares of individual members? How can the 
fact of one member agreeing to sell his shares be 
termed an “alteration in the status of the mem- 
bers of the company” ? It might possibly be argued 
that this section appears to provide, or to be in- 
tended to provide, for three events, viz. (1) alienations 
of the company’s assets or “plant;” (2) sales of shares; 
(8) changes in the constitution of the company (such as 
a change of the extent of the liability); but the construc- 
tion of this remarkably-worded sentence, and the word 
“or” occurring between “transfer” and “alteration” 
forbid this supposition, and oddly drawn as the section 
is, we are not at liberty to stultify it so far as to disre- 
gard the rules of grammar in groping for its meaning. 
It is probable that the words “alteration,” &c., are in- 
tended to refer to sales of shares, and so to include in the 
widest manner all possible changes of individual mem- 
bership, and so they were understood by Turner, L.J., in 
Emmerson’s case, 14 W. R. 905. 

Surely this section must have been drawn by the 
wooden machine which, as Mr. Jeaffreson’s book informs 
us, Lord Thurlow suggested to John Scott, for the draw- 
ing of bills and answers. Many a man has pored and 
puzzled over it repeatedly, and on no two occasions risen 
with the same view of its effect, and it is improbable 
that any two practitioners entertain precisely the same 
view of its intention. In the absence of any result from 
the application of ordinary rules of construction we 
must resort to a sort of cy pres method of construing, 
and clutch blindfold at what we imagine would be the 
meaning of the section if it had one. Its most probable 
intention would seem to be to invalidate contracts of 
sale and purchase of shares entered into after the presenta- 
tion of the winding-up petition, and to forbid the comple- 
tion of all contracts entered into before that date, sub- 
ject in each case to a discretionary power in the Court 
to confirm and complete any particulur transaction if it 

thinks proper. There is less difficulty in reaching this 
conclusion than any other, and, as the most comprehen- 
sive one possible, it is best adapted to the vague wording 
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of the section. It is also the view which appears to 
have been adopted by the Court of Chancery, though 
the Court, as we shall hereafter see, has declined the 
full amount of discretionary power, which the section 
seems intended to bestow. 

These remarks have occupied us so far that we must 
reserve for another week the consideration of the late 
decisions upon the subject. 


THE “GENTLEMAN FROM WANTAGE.’* 

In these days of newspapers and stenographers, the 
public suppose they know everything, but now and then 
facts come out which prove they do not. We are wrong 
in saying the facts in question come out. In this case 
they have not come out, since we have now in view to 
supply them. In the late trial of the policeman Hayes 
for perjury, every paper coming under our notice, com- 
menting upon the verdict, said what an anomaly trial by 
juy isin London. Here are two policemen tried ; able 
counsel are engaged; the proceedings are protracted ; 
and one of the accused—Barry—is acquitted, and Hayes 
is found guilty, and the evidence is the same in both 
cases, If these writers had known all the facts, they 
had made their case stronger. For on the trial of 
Barry, the Recorder charged against him, and he was ac- 
quitted; on the trial of Hayes the Recorder charged in 
his favour and he was convicted. But why did so many 
journalistic commentators say the evidence was the same 
at both trials? They were not in court, or they would 
have known differently. ,The reports inserted in these 
papers gave the public no idea of what actually took 
place, and the comments of editors appear to have been 
based on their reports, which they, in common with the 
public, assumed to be accurate. We believe the missing 
facts are these :— 

When the trial of Barry was nearly over, the counsel 
for the police, without notice of any kind to the prosecu- 
tor, suddenly introduced a witness who turned the scale 
entirely in favour of the accused policeman. This wit- 
ness, whose name was Davis, appeared in court in the 

r of a gentleman surveyor of Wantage, in Berks, 
of the most unexceptionable respectability, who professed 
to have been employed by the Crown on an important 
occasion. He swore that coming up from Wantage, late 
at night, in fulfilment of professional engagements, his 
way lay up Albany-street, and he met the policemen 
Barry and Hayes bringing the prisoners Dye and Pearce 
from the neighbourhood of Gloucester-crescent, where the 
burglary they were said to have committed had taken 
place. The character and testimony of this accidental, 
involuntary, highly-respectable witness, were unim- 
Peached, and as no opportunity was afforded to inquire 
into his character, they could not be impeached. But at 
the trial of Hayes, when there had been time to ascer- 
tain the antecedents of Davis, the gentleman from Wan- 
tage, it was given in evidence that he had resided for 
two months in a furnished room in a court in Camden- 
town, and previously for two years in Kentish-town ; 
that he was living in adultery ; had an inveterate habit 
of collecting moneys and neglecting to account for them 
to his employers; that he was suspiciously intimate with 
the police; and confessed that his professional status was 
that of an agent for the sale of publicans’ brown jugs! 
In fine, the gentleman from Wantage was turned inside 
out, and the Recorder frankly told the jury that his 
évidence conld not be relied upon. Another fact which 
Impressed the Hayes’ jury was, that several of the police 
gave evidence in a drilled way deposing with alacrity to 
some points, and were unanimously oblivious to equally 
conspicuous facts. To the credit of some of the police 
witnesses, they admitted new facts ; one that a certain 

umbrella” must have been seen by them if Barry 
carried one, as alleged at the previous trial. Serjeant 
Bendall honourably deposed that Dye and Pearce both 
denied, when the charge was being booked, that they 





* From the Working Man. 





were taken in Gloucester-crescent; and Burke, the police- 
man, whose beat lay through the crescent three times 
every hour, with equal candour admitted that he never 
saw the policemen Hayes and Barry there, who, according 
to their account, were there for considerable periods be- 
tween half-past one and five o’clock on the night of the 
burglary. This statement does not exhaust the new 
facts, but enough has been said to show that the public 
have not in this case been put in possession of the true 
facts, and that the journals which said that Hayes was 
convicted on precisely the same evidence as that on 
which Barry was acquitted, could not know what they 
were writing about, and that the imputation of uncer- 
tainty or caprice in the verdicts of juries in London is, in 
this case, utterly unfounded. When we next hear of a 
London jury charged with caprice, we shall look out for 
“a gentleman from Wantage,” “agent for publicans’ 
brown jugs.” 








EQUITY. 


PURCHASE MONEY UNPAID BY A RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Pell v. The Northampton and Banbury Junction Rail- 
way Company, 15 W. R. 27. 

One of the first, if not the first of the decisions of 
Lord Justice Turner and his newly appointed brother, 
at Lincolns-inn, on the opening of the term, overruled 
an opinion of the deceased Lord Justice delivered in 
Cosens v. The Bognor Railnay Company, 14 W.R. 1902, 
in the last few days before the Court rose for the long 
vacation. Vice-Chancellor Stuart had granted an in- 
junction against the company and their lessees, the South- 
Coast Railway Company, restraining them, in default of 
payment to the plaintiff of purchase-money due to him by 
the Bognor Railway Company for land, from running their 
trains over this land. The plaintiff had agreed with 
the company for a sale to them. The company paid 
part of the purchase-money, entered into possession of 
the land, and constructed their line on it. Two years 
passed without the plaintiff being able to obtain the 
balance of his purchase-money. Two other vendors of 
land to the company were in a similar plight, and insti- 
tuted like suits, which came on for hearing at the same 
time. On the appeal Lord Justice Knight Bruce 
admitted that it might not be the ordinary practice to 
make such an order as had been made in the court 
below, but the proceedings which had been taken had 
not, he said, been in the ordinary course. He did not 
think that the Court had exceeded its powers, and he was 
of opinion that the order of the Vice-Chancellor ought 
to stand. This opinion ‘of course was singly sufficient 
for a dismissal of the appeal. But whether the disposal 
thus made of the appeal was consistent with the law, 
as administered either in the common law or the equity 
courts, in such cases of possession by a railway company 
or other body authorised to take lands for a public 
purpose, remained a grave question. 

At law, in Armistead v. The North Staffordshire 
Railway Company, 16 Q. B. 526, the company entered 
on the land under the authority of the 85th section of 
the Lands Clauses Act, having made the deposit in the 
bank and given their bond, as required by that section. 
No further steps were taken by either party for assessing 
the purchase money, or for conveyance, before the time 
prescribed by the company’s special Act for the compul- 
sory purchase or taking of lands expired. The plaintiff 
brought ejectment, contending that after that time the 
possession of the defendants became wrongful, and all 
their previous proceedingsinoperative. But Patteson, J., 
delivering the judgment of the Court, held, that inasmuch 
as the original entry of the company was lawful, and, 
the failure to complete the purchase having arisen from 
the plaintiff’s omission to initiate any of the modes of 
proceeding afforded by the 68th section for completion of 
the purchase, the company’s continued possession was 
also lawful, ejectment could not be maintained; the 
owner must proceed by one of those modes. 
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In like manner, in Hudson v. The Leeds and Bradford 
Railway Company, 16 Q. B. 796, where the special Act 
provided that the company were not to enter into any 
lands without having paid or deposited the purchase or 
compensation-money, unless by consent of the landowner, 
and the plaintiff agreed with the company that the 
amount payable for his land should be determined by 
arbitration, and permitted the company to enter and 
commence their works pending the reference, and, the 
award having been made, disagreed with them as to the 
conveyance, it was held that ejectment would not lie 
but that the remedy must be under the award. 

Shortly afterwards, in a case where the boundary 
between lands belonging to two separate owners, and 
taken by a corporation was wrong, and the corporation 
in consequence paid to one owner purchase-money 
which should have been paid to the other, and the 
latter recovered in ejectment, yet the corporation’s 
possession was not disturbed on the verdict. The 
boundary had been inaccurately described in the cor- 
poration’s Parliamentary plan and book of reference. 
While their bill was in committee they had agreed with 
the plaintiff in the ejectment to refer the value of the 
land required from him to arbitration. The arbitrator, 
notwithstanding that the mistake was pointed out, made 
his award on the erroneous boundary. After the 
verdict in ejectment the corporation took steps within 
six months to acquire the legal ownership under the 
124th section. A writ of habere facias possessionem 
having been issued and lodged with the sheriff, the 
defendant corporation obtained a rule to show cause 
why the writ should not be set aside or the execution 
stayed by virtue of the 124th section of the Lands 
Clauses Act, providing for omitted interests. The Queen’s 
Bench held that the rule should be made absolute, not to 
set aside the writ which the Court said was perfectly 
regular, but to stay the execution. The time in this 
ease also for the compulsory taking of land having 
elapsed, the corporation must rest on the 124th section 
Hyde v. The 


to pay the money and execute a deed poll. 
Mayor $c. of Manchester, 12 C. B. 474. When the cor- 


poration afterwards issued their warrant accordingly, to 
summon a jury to ascertain the value of the land, the 
plaintiff endeavoured to restrain them in equity, but 
Parker, V.C., held it was a case of mistake or inadver- 
tence, and that the agreement with the plaintiff previous 
to the act, did not control the right to proceed under 
the 124th section, and refused an injunction: 5 De G. & 
Sm. 249. 

A writ of ejectment with stay of execution in such 
cases as the last was further established by the decision 
in the Marquis of Salisbury v. The Great Northern Rail- 
way Company,7 W. R. 75, 50. B. N. 8. 174. The 
action, in the shape of a special case, turned on the title 
to apiece of a turnpike road adjacent to the plaintiff’s 
land. For the company it was argued, on the facts in 
evidence, that the piece of land had under certain acts 
vested in the road trustees, if not that it passed by the 
plaintiff's conveyance to the company, or at least that 
they were in possession with his license and consent. 
But on these points the judgment of the Court was in 
the plaintiffs favour. Then, on the 124th section, 
Williams, J., admitted the difficulty of reconciling ite 
words with the notion that ejectment would lie, because 
it enacted that the railway company were to remain 
in undisturbed possession, provided that, in case the title 
was disputed, they paid the amount of certain costs 
within a given time. But he thought the proper con- 
struction of the section was, that it did not mean that 


ejectment should not be brought, but to authorise the | 
court to interfere by restraining the execution, and thus | 


giving the company the benefit of the provision, after 
the right had been decided in the ordinary course by an 
action of ejectment. Crowder, J., expressed a similar 
opinion. 

There was an element in Lord Salishury’s case which 
the Queen’s Bench subsequently failed to observe, and 


which led to the reversal of their judgment in Jolly y, The 
Wimbledon and Dorking Railway Company, 10 ¥, 
R. 253. The company took the land in question on 4 
treaty with the mortgagor who, as usual, was jp 
possession. The mortgage was not known to then 
until afterwards, by a letter to them, in the month of 
August, from the mortgagee. Then a correspondence 
ensued, in which the defendants, without dispui 
the plaintiff's title, asked for delay during the Long 
Vacation, but in October the plaintiff brought his action 
of ejectment. The Exchequer Chamber, whose unanimoygs 
judgment was given by Erle, O.J., said that in 
Lord Salisbury’s case the title was shown and disputed, 
and ejectment was brought to try the title, and it was 
doubted whether it would lie for lands of which the 
possession was to be undisturbed, but it was held 
that the right to bring such action was by implica. 
tion given in a case where the title was dispute 
solely for the purpose of’ trying the title, execution 
being stayed as soon as that purpose had been ¢f- 
fected; butthat, as in the case before the court, the title 
was not disputed, on this account the action would no 
lie. 

An injunction was granted by Stuart, V.C., to restrain 
the company from continuing in possession of land, and 
carrying on any works thereon until the value had been 
agreed on and paid or deposited, in a case where the 
company entered under an agreement for sale witha 
person assuming to be agent of the tenant for life, and 
without communication with a remainderman for life - 
and mortgagees claiming in priority to these -estates 
(Perks v. The Wycombe Railway Company, 10 W. R. 788), 
The agency was disproved. The defendants had paid 
nothing for the land. They contended that they were 
rightfully in possession, and that the proceedings should 
have been under the 68th section of the Land Clauses 
Act; but the Vice-Chancellor considered that the argu- 
ment failed, the company being in possession of the land 
without any proper title, and the 68th section applying 
only to cases where the possession was rightful, and 
where a limited interest was in question. Asthe company 
was in possession of the land without any lawful title 
whatever, the plaintiffs (the remainderman and the 
mortgagees) were entitled to an in} unction to restrain the 
company from continuing improperly in possession. 

Considering the rule established at law, that there 
has been no ejectment in these cases unless where the 
company’s possession has been unlawful from the 
beginning, and that in equity an injunction has been 
granted only in the case of possession taken by the 
company unlawfully, itis not surprising that Lord Justice 
Turner differed from hiscolleague in Cosens v. The Bognor 
Railway Company. In-the principal case, where the circum- 
stances were similar, and the bill prayed that the 
company might be restrained from continuing in 
possession or using the plaintiff’s land until the purchase 
money was paid, Lord Justice Turner adhered to his 
opinion, and Lord Justice Cairns concurring with him, 
the former case before the court has become no longer 
law. The proper mode of proceeding was pointed out 
in the principal case, namely, to apply for a receiver to 
give effect to the vendor’s lien for unpaid: purchase 
money. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor MALtns.) 
Dec. 7.—Business of the Court,—The petitions having 
| been disposed of this morning with unexpected rapidity, the 





| Attorney-General, who was engaged in the first cause, was 
| not in attendance when the cause was called. The list was 
| then called over, but for some’ short time, owing to the 
absence of the parties, there was a suspension of business. 
| The Vice-CHANCELLOR said the only safe course for coum 
sel was to look upon a cause in which they were inter 
as first on the list, whatever place it might occupy in the 
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, and he intimated that in future when a cause was 
ed and none of the parties were present it would be 
struck out. * 

(Before Vice-Chancellor Mauins, at Chambers. ) 

ec. 5. —Evans v. Williams.—This was a suit instituted 
by the plaintiff, a creditor of Arthur Stephen Jones Williams, 
deceased, on behalf of herself and the other creditors against 
the defendant, the heir-at-law of the mother of the debtor, 
to whom he had devised all his property, to administer the 
debtors estate. The debtor left no personal estate, but he 
was entitled to a small freehold estate in reversion, and as 
soon as the reversion fell in the sae applied to the 
defendant the heir for payment. No notice being taken 
the plaintiff cited the defendant, the administrator of the 
universal legatee in the Probate Court, to take administration 
with will annexed, and in default of appearance adminis- 
tration was decreed to the plaintiff as a creditor. The bill 
inthis suit was then filed to compel payment of the plaintiffs 
debt out of the realty, and the cause was set down for hearing 
on motion for decree. On the 16th November, 1866, defen- 
dants solicitor paid plaintiffs solicitor the debt, but made 
no provision for costs. On the 17th November, 1866, the 
cause came on for hearing on motion for decree, and Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley directed it to stand over that defen- 
dant might have an opportunity of arranging to pay the 


costs. 

¢. E. Abbott, solicitor for defendant, now applied on 
summons to dismiss the bill on taxation and payment of 
costs as between party and party. 

Spaull, solicitor for plaintiff, asked for costs of suit of and 
costs of and incidental to the obtaining the letters of 
administration, in which event he would consent to the 
order asked. 

The Vick-CHANCBLLOR said—It seems to me that plaintiff 
isentitled to the costs he asks. The defendant has admitted 
that he was cited to take the administration, and that he 
declined to do so, and by payment of the debt he has also 
admitted that the suit was properly constituted, and he 
must pay the costs of getting it so constituted. The order is 
that he pay the costs of the suit, including the costs of and 
incidental to the obtaining letters of administration. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GOULBURN. ) 
Dec, 3.—In re George Frederic Druce.—This was the 
— sitting for examination and discharge. 

. Munns, for the assignees, stated that the assets con- 
sisted of property at Bembridge and at Brighton, the deeds 
of which had not yet been given up to the assignees, but 
were held by the Hampshire Banking Company. Other 
assets were expected to be realised from the bankrupt’s bills 
of costs, and the assignees did not oppose the bankrupt 
passing his examination, the order of discharge being ad- 
journed. 


Mr. Graham, the official assignee, stated that only £90 
had been received by him. 

Mr. Reed opposed for Mr. Thorpe, of Leeds, a creditor for 
£10,360, who was dissatisfied with the accounts, and asked 
for an adjournment sine die. 

Mr. Lawrance, on behalf of the bankrupt, urged that as 
the assignees, who represented creditors for £11,000, were 
satisfied with the accounts, the Court ought to pass the exa- 
mination. The opposing creditor was a man who had 
charged 20 per cent. for his money, and it did not lie in his 
mouth to complain of the bankrupt’s improvidence. 

His Honour said he would take time to look into the case, 
and would give his decision on Monday. 

Dec. 10.—His Honour said that it was dificult for him to 
come to any conclusion as to the sufficiency of the accounts 
filed by the bankrupt or the disclosure which had been 
made, Upon reference to the proceedings he found that 
about £10 only had been received, although property worth 
nearly £13,000 was returned as having been given up to 
the assignees. The liabilities in this case were very large, 
and his judgment would necessarily depend in some measure 
upon the realisation of the assets. Ke should, therefore, 
postpone giving judgment until after the accounts had been 
audited, so that he might be placed in the possession of more 
accurate information with regard to tho assets, 

Judgment postponed accordingly. 

* The learned jndga’s own practice, when at the bar, was singularly 
at variance with this Mines. S.J. a“ il ‘ 





| ing only one case in the county and ten in the town. 


WINTER ASSIZES. 
NortHern Crrcvirt. 
LIVERPOOL. 

Dec. 12.—Mr. Justice Montague Smith opened the com- 
mission here yesterday afternoon. 

When the entry of causes was closed at 11 o’clock only 
about 60 had been entered. This arose from the fact that 
each attorney was anxious to have his own cause as low in 
the list as possible, and postponed his application for entry 
until the last moment, when it was no longer possible to 
enter all the records offered before the appointed hour. A 
great number of applications afterwards made by counsel 
to the learned Judge to allow causes to be entered were 
granted by him upon the terms that the attorneys should 
themselves pay the costs of the applications and not charge 
them to tueir clients. 


NorTHern Crecvit. 
MANCHESTER. 

Dec. 7.—Hartley v. Marriott.—Mr. Temple, Q.C., and Mr. 
Pope appeared for the plaintiff; Mr. Brett, Q.C., and Mr. 
Holker for the defendants. 

This was an action for assault brought by the plaintiff, an 
attorney at Burnley, against Marriott, who is a member of 
the same profession practising at Mancliester, and two com- 
mission agents named Sawyer and Parkinson. A meeting of 
the creditors of William Kirk, a cotton spinner, having been 
called to consider the state of his affairs, the plaintiff at- 
tended as his solicitor and the defendant Marriott for some 
of the creditors. The other two defendants were present as 
creditors. At this meeting a balance-sheet was produced 
by the plaintiff, showing the condition of Kirk’s affairs, and 
a proposition was made on his behalf for the payment of a 
composition of 7s. 6d. in the pound, but this was not ac- 
cepted by the creditors. Some question having arisen with 
reference to goods which the debtor had sent away from his 
warehouse on the previous day, he produced and handed to 
the defendant Parkinson, the chairman of the meeting, the 
delivery orders relating to the goods. Shortly afterwards 
the plaintiff rose for the purpose of leavingthe room. There 
was some conflict of evidence as to what lead to his leaving, 
but it was not disputed that upon his taking up the balance- 
sheet and delivery orders for the purpose of carrying them 


| away with him the defendant Sawyer seized him from behind 


and held his arms while Marriott and the other defendant 
took the papers from his hands. 

For the defence it was suggested that Kirk was intending 
to deal unfairly by his creditors, and it was contended that 
the creditors were entitled, under the circumstances, to 
retain the balance,sheet and delivery orders, and that the 
defendants used no more violence than was necessary for the 
purpose of taking possession of those documents. 

The jury returned a verdict for the plaintitf—damages, 
one farthing. 


Dec. 8.—When the jury came into court with their last 
batch of bills, the foreman (Mr. Bazley, M.P.) said that the 
grand jurors, on the completion of their labours, had desired 
him to inform his Lordship that in their conviction it was 
most desirable that in all cases where coroners committed 
prisoners there should be an approval of the committal by 
the magistrates of the neighbourhood. 

His Lornsurp said he had anticipated the remarks of 
the grand jury, having frequently made the same observation 
himself ; and he was desirous that there should be a general 
enactment, that when a coroner’s inquest was held a com- 
mittal should not operate as a bill of indictment, but simply 
as a direction from the coroner to have the matter further 
investigated by the magistrates. That was not the law at 
present, but he considered it improper not to take 
prisoners committed on a verdict of a coroners jury before 
magistrates. He had gone so far as to refuse costs in a 
prosecution where that had not been done, and more he 
could not do. 

MIDLAND Circvrr. 
NOTTINGHAM. 

Dec. 8.—Mr. Baron Channell arrived here and opened the 
commission yesterday. The calendar is very light, contain- 
The 
cases in the town are not of a very serious nature; that in 


| the county is a case of night poaching. 


His Lordship having charged the grand jury of the town 
at 9.30 this morning, proceeded to the County Hall, and 
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charged the grand jury for the county. The one bill was 
shortly returned, and the trial began. 

The grand jury retired for about half-an-hour, and, upon 
their return, the foreman, the Right Hon. the Speaker of 
the House of Commons, spoke as follows :—‘‘ My Lord,— 
I am directed by my brethren ofthe grand jury to address 
some observations to your Lordship on the subject of holding 
this extra assize. It appears to us that to warrant the hold- 
ing of an extra assize the list of prisdners in gaol should be 
in number not inconsiderable, and that the offences with 
which they stand charged should be of a character which 
could not with equal propriety be dealt with at the sessions 
to be holden within a few weeks, in the month of January. 
In the present instance neither of these conditions seems to 
be fulfilled. As to the number in the county, there is only 
one case, and only one prisoner in gaol, for, though three 
are involved in the case, two are out on bail. In the town 
there are ten cases, but nine of these would, in an ordinary 
way, be tried at the quarter sessions. So that,in truth, this 
assize is held to try one case in the county and one in the 
town. But, as there isa separate jurisdiction in the town 
and in the county, there is a grand jury summoned for the 
town and a petty jury—for the county a grand jury and 
forty-eight petty jurors, not to speak of your Lordship and 
the Bar, called from important duties in London at this in- 
clement season. The machinery set in motion seems to us 
to be quite out of proportion to the work to be done. We 
would submit a second question to your Lordship—whether 
it is necessary in such circumstances as the present, where 
there is only one case in the county, that the county should 
be included in the commission. We take the liberty of 
presenting these considerations to your Lordship, and, if 
they should be supported by your Lordship’s approval, we 
pg a0 that they may be submitted to the proper authorities 
at head-quarters.”’ 

The learned Judge said it rested with her Maiesty’s 
Government to fix what should be done. It was probable 
that the number of prisoners in the gaol at the end of Octo- 
ber last was what determined the Government to order a 
winter assize, and they might also have expected that there 
might be more cases committed for trial hefore December. 
He would take care that the remarks of the grand jury were 
carried to the proper quarter. His Lordship then desired 
that the presentmert of the grand jury (which was a written 
one) should be handed down to him. His Lordship then 
discharged the grand jury with the thanks of the county. 


During the sitting of the Court the following extraordinary 
document was handed to the reporters:— 


TO TRY ONE CASE OF POACHING IN THE COUNTY OF 
NOTTINGHAM!!! 
One judge, one clerk, one marshal, one butler, two 
OPV RMI ysis Seas dacaeads vos coe ceiscn ss ss s+ sontny sae 
Item.—One clerk of assizes, one deputy ditto, one 
clerk of ditto ......... . 
Item.—One high sheriff, one under-sheriff, one 
deputy ditto, two clerks of ditto, one sherifl’s 
chaplain, one ditto coachman, two ditto footmen 9 
Item.--Twenty-three grand jurymen, one grand 
jury bailiff, forty-eight petit jurymen, one com- 
mon jury bailiff, one court keeper, two deputy 


PEGED sesovannaoninned-« bb; 0 eisinie! gibihs tonobasp ves brane boss RM 
Item.—One gaoler, two prison warders ..............- 3 
Item.—One chiefconstable, four inspectors of police, 

PE DOMCHIIGR 0505s ces calvnnconsniters oohssesdSidse0 deeds 21 
Item.—LEighteen barristers ...... pba ue ees Mesa See patos 18 
Item.—Ten magistrates.........cc0.sessssssssseesceeceeses 10 

Totaleecrec..s.-se0 powisbieaeteesacaseees 146! 


EXETER. 

Dec. 12.—The following was the only city case :— 

James Coombes was indicted for assaulting and robbing 
W. H. Lambert, on the 5th of November, in the city of 
Exeter. oa 

Mr. Clark was counsel for the prosecution ; Mr. Arundel 
Rogers for the prisoner. 

_ It appeared that Mr. Lambert, who was a young man serv- 
ing his clerkship with an attorney, was at a bonfire in the 
Cathedral-yard on the last 5th of November. He was looking 
on when the prisoner and two other men came up and made an 
attack upon him and struck him with a stick. Then there 
was a general scuffle, and Mr. Lambert’s waistcoat, in which 
there was some money, was torn away, and his money was 


either taken orlost. There were about 1,000 persons 
The prisoner was apprehended, but no monev was f 
upon him. 

For the prisoner it was contended that there was no rob. 
bery, and that it was a general scuffle. 

The learned Baron, upon hearing that Mr. Lambert wa 
an articled clerk, said he would give him a little legal lectump, 
and would caution him that his presence on such an occasion 

.maight lead to his being indicted fora breach of the peace, 
or assisting in a riot. 

The jury acquitted the prisoner. 


MARYLEBONE POLICE COURT. 
Dec. 10.—Mr. D’Eyncourt, who has been transferred from 
Clerkenwell Police-court to this upon the death of Mr, 
Yardley, took his seat here this morning for the first time, 


WORSHIP STREET POLICE COURT. 
Dec. 11.—Mr. Robert Milner Newton took his seat for the 
first time as one of the magistrates of this court, consequent 
on the removal of Mr. Major Cooke to Clerkenwell. 














FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE, 


FRANCE. 
TRIAL OF LAMIRANDE. 

Before the jury retired to consider their verdict, M. 
Lachaud handed in the following ‘‘ engagement ” his client 
‘had entered into :—~ 

‘I, the undersigned, hereby solemnly declare that if the 
verdict of the jury on the charge of faua, which I protest 
never having intended committing, be negative, that I do 
not mean to avail myself of the extradition treaty with Eg 
land, that I am anxious to be tried on the counts of th 
and embezzlement, and if acquitted on the charge of fauz 
would immediately surrender myself into —: I request 
my counsel to hand this declaration to the Public Prosecu- 
tor.” 

The Public Prosecutor would not hear of such a com- 
promise, and called for a conviction. ; 

The jury found Lamirande guilty, with extenuating cir. 
cumstances, and he was sentenced to ten years’ imprison- 
ment without hard labour. 

It will be borne in mind that neither the Court of Assize 
nor the Cour de Cassation has any jurisdiction to enquire 
into the regularity of the extradition proceedings, which is 
entirely a question for the executive Government ; all that 
the Courts can do is to try Lamirande upon the indictment 
in precisely the same way as if he had been in the first in- 
stance apprehended in France. 





A M. Lacuavp, 

M. Lachaud is now in his forty-ninth year. He is of the 
middle stature, with a large round head, high forehead, 
somewhat bald, light hair, cleanly shaven, full face,. and 
florid complexion. He pleaded in the well-known La 
ease when he was only twenty-two years old, and had for 
his senior M. Paillet, to whom he can hardly be said to have 
acted the part of second. In criminal cases he is admitted 
to be without his equal at the Paris bar ; in civil causes he 
succeeds best in such matters as judicial separations, the 
contesting of wills, and generally with all questions of fact. 
Throughout the proceedings before the Court he is ever on 
the watch, and never lets a word from the judge or a gesture 
of awitness escapehim. He is fertile in resource and angit 
t he conduct of a case with marvellous skill and rapidity, and 
he preserves an imperturbable calm until the moment arrives 
for him to address the jury. Then his action becomes ani- 
mated, his — expressive, his voice rises louder and 
louder, and he shows signs of increasing agitation, and vio- 
lently strikes the table in frontof him. Gradually he strides 
across the body of the court towards the jury, when, stand- 
ing in front of them and trying to read in the expressions of 
their faces their impressions and their thoughts, he seeks to 
fascinate them with his looks, to magnetise them with his 
nervous eloquence; and by his vehemence to drag as it were 
a favourable verdict from them. 








APPOINTMENTS. 





Mr. Grorce WickHaM to be a inagistrate for the borough 
of Maidstone. Mr. Wickham was Mayor of Maidstone im 
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1857, and for fifteen years served the office of a town coun- 
cillor. 


of the King’s-inn, Dublin, to 


James SLATTERY, Esq. Dubli: 
tical Economy in the University of 


be Professor of Poli 
Dublin. 

Mr, James Reproorp Butwer, Recorder of Ipswich, 
Common Law Editor of the Law Reports, to be Recorder of 
Cambridge, vice Mr. Newton. 

Mr. Wru11aM James Mercare, of the Inner Temple 
and Norfolk Circuit, to be Recorder of Ipswich, vice Mr. 
Bulwer. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


AN EsTATE IN BANKRUPTCY. 

Sir,—We shall be glad if you will insert the accompany- 
ing statement, which has been sent for publication in the 
Times, as we think such an example of the mode of realizing 
bankrupt estates under our present laws will be of some in- 
terest to the public. Ss. F. & R. 

Statement of the accounts, showing the result of the 
transactions of the creditors’ assignee, and also of the official 

ignee, forwarded pursuant to the 130th section of the 

ptcy Act, 1861 :— 
RECEIPTS. 


From property igdecuinives oe ecccvcrcccceee ee 
Debts .......0+4 sb abwcdibedinasadegpveccibebets Qube costed 


359 17 11 


PAYMENTS. 

For solicitor’s bills ..... Ree: SR eared tee ieee 7 4 
For m t's ditto : 1 7 
for auctioneer’s ditto 0 
For fees for the Chief Registrar’s account for ser- 

vices rendered by official assignee .......... anaes 0 
For postages, stationery, &c. ...........s.ceeeessees 0 
For advertising dividend 6 
For wags, rent, taxes, rates, &c., 

payable in full 
For dividend of 1s. 63d. in the 

pound on £1,152 14s, 3d. ......... 90 1 1 


Balance in bank ........csccesceeeceeees Pee vests eas wee 


155 14 1 
36 3 7 


359 17 11 





Tur Proposep JupictaL INCREASE. 


Sir,—I, in common with many others, have long been 
suffering from the present method of conducting business in 
chancery chambers, and I experienced a lively satisfaction 
in seeing your remarks on this subject in last week’s Journal.* 
Jalso recollect with great pleasure an article you published 
some time agot on the amalgamation of the courts in England 
and Ireland, which seemed to me full of most valuable sug- 
gestions. If the learned writer of that article be still on 
your staff + I should be glad if you would call his attention 
to the following sketch of a scheme which seems to me 
capable of being worked out, and which, if carried out, 
would, I think, go far to meet the difficulties without 
Recessitating any aflditional expense. 

The present staff of the Courts of Chancery, Bankruptcy, 
and Probate (so far as I propose to interfere with them) con- 
sists of—in England, 1 Lord Chancellor, 1 Master of the 
Rolls, 2 Lords Justices, 3 Vice-Chancellors, 1 Judge of 
Probate, 1 Vice-Chancellor of Lancaster, 3 Commissioners 
of Bankruptcy, and 10 Chief Clerks, in all, 22; in Ireland, 
1 Lord Chancellor, 1 Master of the Rolls, 1 Lord Justice of 
Appeal, 2 Judges of Landed Estates Court, 1 Judge of 
Pro te, 2 Ju of Bankruptcy and Insolvency, and 4 

in Chancery, in all, 12; making a grand total of 
34 For these 34 persons I propose to substitute 1 Lord 
Chancellor, 3 Lords Justices, 2 Masters of the Rolls, 10 
Vice-Chancellors, and 10 Chief Clerks, in all 26, or less 
than two-thirds of the number. Of this number I propose 
that 17 should always sit at Lincoln's-inn, 8 in Dublin, and 
| at Liverpool, but that the judges sitting in such places 
Nspectively should change their places according to a system 
of which I will give an outline. 


yaa lh | ag a 118. Me Sol. a , sites 
» He has been promoted to a position of great trus 
tad responsibility in one of the colonies.—Ep. S. J. : 








The staff in London should consist of (1) the Lord Chan- 
cellor, (2) the Master of the Rolls, (8, 4) two of the Lords 
Justices in rotation, (5—10) six of the Vice-Chancellors in 
rotation, (11—17) seven Chief Clerks (permanent). The 
staff in Dublin should consist of (1) the Master of the Rolls 
for Ireland, (2) one of the Lords Justices in rotation, (3, 4, 5) 
three of the Vice-Chancellors in rotation (6, 7, 8) three 
Chief Clerks (permanent). The remaining Vice-Chancellor 
should sit at Liverpool, and the Registrar of the palatine 
court should, as now, act as his Chief Clerk. 

In London the nine judges other than the Lord Chan- 
cellor should all have original jurisdiction, but not more 
than 3 of them should sit in Court at any one time (except 
in the Full Court and on motion days). Three of such judges 
should form the Full Court, of whom one of the Lords 
Justices should always (except when the Lord Chancellor 
might choose to sit) be one, and all appeals from any judge 
sitting alone, and also the hearing of all causes not marked 
as short, should be taken before such Court:—provided that 
the parties might by consent allow any cause to be heard by a 
single judge. An appeal from a decree made at the hearing 
of a cause should go direct to the House of Lords. 

There would thus always be at least 2 judges, and often 
as many as 5, sitting in chambers all day for the despatch 
of business there, a there would be no reason why the Chief 
Clerks should not be more than able to conduct the mere 
formal business of 1 judge each, instead of having 2 or 3 chief 
clerks to each judge, as at present, if we consider that all 
the opposed matters, which, at present, take up so much 
time, and lead so often to most unseemly wrangling, would 
be disposed of in an orderly and rapid manner before the 
Judges themselves, thus setting the time of the Chief Clerks 
free for the exercise of their proper functions. 

The apparent loss of judicial force involved in having 
only 3 Judges of first instance sitting, instead of 5 (or 6 
if we count the Commissioner in Bankruptcy -of the day),. 
as at present, will be more than compensated by the removal: 
of original hearings from their cognisance, while the Full 
Court will not find the work thrown upon it too great for 
the time at its disposal, regard being had to the fact that 
the presen multitudinous ‘‘re-hearings” will be abolished. 
In fact, as there will be a sufficient staff to provide 2 full 
courts on any day, of which there will probably be several, 
on which no judge is required sit separately, there will 
always be a superabundance of judicial power for the re- 
quirements. A similar course might be pursued in Dublin, 
where, as the business is pein far less than half that 
transacted in London, it is not too much to presume that 
one half of the staff of Judges, &c., would be sufficient for 
the purpose. The Vice-Chancellor sitting in the Lancashire 
Palatine Court should have jurisdiction over all matters 
whatever triable in the High Court of Chancery, save only 
that the hearing of original causes should be taken, as in 
the case of London causes, before the Full Court. This, by 
relieving the Courts in London of a great portion of the 
business from Liverpool, Manchester, and other places in 
the north of England, would of itself suffice to render the 
staff of judges there sufficient for the due discharge of the 
work. The only doubt I have is whether it might not be 
necessary to appoint a second Vice-Chancellor and a Chief 
Clerk for this portion of the business. That might be 
done if found requisite. 

It only remains to fix the rota. I propose that the Masters 
of the Rolls should (for reasons which I cannot discuss in the 
limits cf a letter already too long) sit permanently in 
England and Ireland respectively, but that the Lords Jus- 
tices should fix among themselves, every August, at the 
rising of the Courts for the long vacation, which of them 
should sit in London and which in Dublin for the next year, 
subject to this, that no Lord Justice should sit in London for 
more than four consecutive years, nor in Dublin for more than 
twoconsecutive years. The Vice-Chancellors should similarly 
arrange a rota among themselvgs (much as the Common Law 
Judges arrange their circuits) every long vacation, subject to 
this, that no Vice-Chancellor should sit in London for more 
than three consecutive years, or in Dublin or Live l for 
two consecutive years. A cause once instituted should follow 
the judge, unless he or the Lord Chancellor should, on ap- 
plication, order its transfer to his successor. 

The question of remuneration I must leave for another 
time; but even supposing the numbers I have suggested to 
require considerable addition, it can be easily shown that no 
additional expense need be thereby created. 

An Irish Man Anp ENGLIsH LAWYER. 
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PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 

Sir,—I have read the second epistle of ‘‘ A Growler” on 
this ‘subject, where he says ‘‘that he-has yet to learn upon 
what prineiple, &c.” That is precisely what he should have 
done before ny awd upon your courtesy in obtaining the 
insertion of his letters. I of course do, and I am sure every 
member of the profession must approve of a preliminary ex- 
amination in order to ascertain that a candidate for admission 
as an attorney has had a decent education; but is this all 
that is required? I think not. I may venture to say that 
it is of minor importance to the possession of energy, skill, 
and fitness for the profession, coupled with a thorough 
determination to master all its details ; and very few, unless 
they are compelled by the necessity of obtaining a livelihood, 
go through the drudgery of commencing their professional 
career in this way. 

Should your correspondent wish to ascertain how desirable it 
isto make oneself acquainted witha subject before an opinion 
is formed, he can ascertain by searching at the judges’ 
chambers or the rule office, the ‘‘representations’ as he 
terms them, upon which the preliminary examinations have 
been dispensed with by the judges. If he adopts this course 
I feel confident he will afterwards regret he ever committed 
his opinions to writing before he ‘‘had learnt upon what valid 
principle,” &c. ONE WHOSE PRELIMINARY EXAMINA- 

TION WAS DISPENSED WITH. 





ORMANDY v. OKELL. 

Sir,—I was much surprised on reading the Solicitors’ 
Jowrnal of Saturday last to find that you had, in a report of 
this case in the Court of Chancery, erroneously mentioned 
my name as the solicitor and trustee in the matter, whereas 
I am not the party, and must request you to be good enough 
to insert this letter in the next impression of your paper, 
and to otherwise rectify so palpable an error. 

J. PERRY GoDFREY. 

[Before we received this letter, which we gladly insert, 
we had already discovered our mistake, and prepared the 
rectification thereof which Mr. Godfrey will find in another 
column.—Ep. S. J.] 





UNLICENSED ATTORNEYS. 


Sir,—Would any of your readers be kind enough to state 
whether it is legal for a person, not being an attorney, solici- 
tor, or conveyancer, to prepare leases for terms of years 
under seal for fee and reward. The Act 44 Geo. 3, c. 98, 
states that every person drawing deeds or conveyances of 
real or personal property without being duly qualified shall 
be liable to a penalty. The question is, would drawing 
leases for a long term of years be held a deed or conveyance 
of personal property? If so, why not a lease fora short 
term. It is a common practice for an estate agent in the 
town where the writer lives to prepare agreements and leases. 
If such a practice be legal, it seems very doubtful what 
particular benefit a man receives by being duly qualified 
(seeing that common law practice is hardly Bese: aving), 
if the privileges of the profession are to be encroached upon 
in this way. A SUBSCRIBER. 

[If the estate agent prepares and settles the leases in 
question there can be no doubt that he renders himself 
liable to the penalties of the Act: but many landowners 
(particularly of house property) have a printed or litho- 
graphed form of lease duly prepared by a solicitor, in which 
they have nothing to do but to fill up the blanks in each 
case; and it is, to say the least, very doubtful whether the 
agent employed for this purpose can be said to act as a 
solicitor. We think the point so doubtful that a prosecu- 
tion would, on these facts, probably fail.—Ep. S. J.] 





BANKRUPTCY. 
Sir,—Does the fact of a debter omitting to insert a debt 


grossly inaccurate. The book is for use next year, and 
there can be no justification for “going to press ” without 
noting events occurring in October and November, 1868, 
Lord Justice Knight Bruce died on the 7th November, yet, 
as a judge and a bencher, his name stillremains. Sir H 
Cairns appears as Attorney-General, and M.P. for Belfast, 
notwithstanding he has, since October, ceased to be either, 
No notice is taken of Sir John Rolt as Attorney-General, of 
Sir William Bovill’s elevation to the Bench, of Malins, Q.(,, 
as Vice-Chancellor, of the deaths of Phinn, Q.C., and Serjeant 
Storks, the former of whom died on the 31st October last, 
and the latter on the 4th November. 

The list of attorneys is only a copy of the ‘‘ Law List” 
for 1866, so that the names of those attorneys whose certifi. 
cates for practice were obtained so far back as Easter term 
and renewed in November, are altogether omitted. Surely 
a book for 1867, the ‘lawyers’ companion,” should contain 
the names of the attorneys practising in May, 1866. 

G. A. Jonzs, 





PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 

Sir,—It is somewhat curious that simultaneously with my 
letter on the above subject. one should be _ ished by 
your contemporary the Law Journal, very ably and fully 
corroborating my opinion. The following sentence : ‘“‘that 
if they (the ten-year men) are not educationally fit for the 
position (of attorneys) they ought to be excluded,” looks s0 
much like a conspiracy that I hasten to declare that I do not 
know, and have ‘no connection’’ with, the writer of that 
excellent letter. I, for one, entirely concur in his observa- 
tions on the above subject, I certainly think the only way 
to rid the profession of ‘‘ill manners and ungentlemanly 
behaviour” is by requiring a higher standard of education, 
but whether this would have any further result, and also 
rid the profession of a large number (I refrain from using sig- 
nificant terms) who infest it and bring the whole into dis. 
repute, is a matter of doubt. It has been fone 
proved that the better education a man_has receiv 
the better and more scientifically is he able to deceive, 
Nevertheless it cannot be doubted that more education than 
is at present requisite is desirable. 

I would propose that every person applying to be articled 
should have passed his B.A., and would at once do away with 
the unsatisfactory preliminary of the Law Society, which isnot 
only inadequate but partial, as they, very unfairly, have dis- 
pensed with the examination in séme cases. But with 
the subject of requiring a higher education must be 
coupled that of the number of years of clerkship, which 
should be reduced to three years. I consider it very de- 
leterious that boys should be bound to a sedentary oe- 
cupation, which would not so much apply if they were 
young men, and I feel certain that a most beneficial re. 
sult would ensue from a reduction in the time of service, 
Five years may have been necessary at one time, as it was 
for the bar, but the latter has been reduced to three, and 
it is now high time to make the standard of examination 
higher, and reduce the term of clerkship. In three years 
every articled clerk would then learn as much as he now 
does in five.. I do not say that as much can be learned 
in three as in five years, but this question is scarcely neces- 
sary to be argued, as it is by the Attorneys’ Act (23 & 
24 Vict. c. 127, s. 2) admitted, for by it any man who has 
taken a University degree need only serve three years. 

A GROWLER, 





LAMBETH AND SouTHWARK SociETY FOR THE PROTECTION 
or TRADE. 

Sir,—I have perused the remarks in your Journal of the 
8th instant, and, ifnot edifying, they are certainly amusing ; 
but I think it would have looked more impartial on your 
ee to have given publicity to the entire contents of my 

etters. 

With respect to the report of the proceedings at Lambeth 





exceeding £10, due from him to one of his creditors, in the 
account of debts required to be filed on the registration of 
an assignment for the benefit of creditors, under the 192nd 
section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, render the deed in- 
valid against such creditor, or can he take any advantage 
of such omission. N. Y. N. 


Tue Lawyers’ CoMPANION AND DIARY. 





Sir,—This book, ‘‘ for 1867,” appears to have gone ‘‘to | 


press” soon after the formation of the present ministry, and 
is, therefore, with respect to recent important changes, 


Police Court, permit me to inform you that some of the most 
| important remarks are excluded from your report, but, for- 
| tunately having notes, 1 am enabled to furnish you with 
' the same, and therefore trust that you will show your go 

| sense and prove your disinterestedness by giving publicity 
| to the same, they having been made in Court to the presiding 
| magistrate, Mr. Elliott. I most aistinctly stated that the 
‘ counsel generally retained by this society were * 

* We suppress the names of the four gentlemen named, as we do nos 





| know whether they have authorised this use of their names or not._ 
are, however, four well-known members of the bar, against whom n0 
charge of improper practices has ever been brought.—Ep, S. J. 


EESIFLE «“\\ 4 
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ene and that his worship must be aware that 
these were not the sort of gentlemen that would lend them- 
selves t6 improper practices. I produced a number of briefs 
pearing the signature of these gentlemen, for the magis- 
trate’s inspection. I likewise stated that I could bring for- 
ward, if necessary, inhabitants of the locality who could tes- 
tity to the benefit they had received from the society. I 
also stated as follows :—‘‘ There is another matter in the re- 

rt which I wish to read to your — Ithen read an 
extract from the Zimes paper, in which it states: ‘The 
chief clerk here. informed the magistrate that, in a day or 
two after the applicant had given her censent to the person 
Croker to prosecute in the case, she appeared to have some 
misgivings in the matter, and had called on him for his ad- 
yice. Having learnt something of the practices of Mr. 
Croker, he told her that she had done very wrong.’” I then 
gid—‘‘ Now I ask the chief clerk to say what he knows 

inst me ; I am here and shall be most happy to meet any 
ie that he has to make; for I challenge him or any 
other person to bring the slightest stain against my cha- 
racter.” I may here inform you that to this direct request 
the chief clerk made no reply.’ 

The statement that there was not a single subscriber must 
either have arisen out of the mistaken notion of your re- 
sae or through an error of your printer, for what the 

ed counsel most distinctly stated was, ‘‘ that this was a 
society having a number of subscribers.”* 

In conclusion I beg to state that I am sorry your reporter 
should be so misled as to fancy that I left the court dissatis- 
fied ; for, on the contrary, I was quite the reverse, for I feel 
confident, in spite of Mr. Elliott’s opinion, that the public, 
when they see the true position of the society which I have 
established, will give me their approbation. 

Tuos. CROKER. 


[We think it but fair 1o Mr. Croker to publish his letter, 
but it does not, in our opinion, in the least vary the case 
presented by us last week. If the four gentlemen he names 
really and knowingly acted for an illusory society of this 
sort, we think they have done very wrong; but if they 


merely held briefs ‘‘in the prosecution,” handed them by 
Mr. Foggo, and with his name at the foot, their signatures to 
such briefs are not evidence in support of the status of the 


“Society.” —Ep. S. J.] 





CRIME IN FRANCE. 

Sir,—A writer in that able journal, the Pall Mall Gazette, 
announces to us the invention in France of a new crime with 
respect to women ; he states that it has been reserved for 
Freneh jurisprudence to determine.that it is a criminal act 
to call a woman a ‘‘ female,” and that the Imperial Court of 
Riom has decided that this epithet applied to a woman 
amounts to an insult. He proceeds to lay down the law of 
England as to kissing, i.c., that it is an offence to kiss a 
Woman against her will. Now, sir, 1 apprehend that what 
constitutes the legal offence is not the kissing of the woman, 
but its being against her will, and that even laying a finger 
on her without her consent would equally amount in law to 
4 constructive assault, and therefore to an offence aggravated, 
it may be, by its implying an outrage to her feelings. After 
 orery bs as to English law the writer proceeds to lay 
down what he conceives to be the state of things in France ; 
and if femelle in French were really equivalent to ‘‘ female ” 
in English, he might possibly be right ; but femelle in ordi- 
haty and unscientific French parlance is only applied to non- 
human females, and I fancy that even the exquisite delicacy 
ind refinement of our contributor, as evidenced by the latter 
fart of his article, may have become cognisant of the fact 

t there are female denominations even in English which 
Yould be held to be insulting when applied to a woman. 
Lex. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSOCIA- 
TION. 
Sate or Lanp spy Avcrion—Lorp St. Leonarps’ Brit. + 


Up to avery recent period it was considered that the law 
Upon the subject of the employment ofa party to bid at 





* We may have stated this, but Mr. Croker’s own evidence seems to 
have disproved it.—Ep. x. J. 
at the Isst General Meeting of the Association by Thomas 
Ayison, Esq., of Liverpool. 





sales of land auction on the part of the vendor, or of 
what is commonly called a puffer, was well settled, and that 
whatever might be the opinion of Courts of law to the 
contrary, that in equity at all events, a vendor had a right 
to employ one party to bid for him, so as to prevent his 
property being sacrificed, and that this might be done 
whether the vendor reserved to himself the power in the 
conditions of sale or not. This is laid down in the old cases, 
commencing with the decision of Lord Loughborrow, in 
Conolly v. Parsons, and reported in 3 Ves. 625. There is 
some reason for believing that this was also the ancient 
Roman law. « We find it also to be the law in Scotland. It 
is laid down by Mr. Patterson in his excellent compendium 
of the English and Scotch law, that ‘‘ where there is a sale 
by auction, and no notice is given that the vendor reserves 
a bidding, he may nevertheless privately employ a puffer, or 
what is called in Scotland a white bonnet, to bid once in 
_ to prevent the land from being sold at an under 
value.” 

Lord St. Leonards, in the 8th edition of his most valuable 
work on vendors and purchasers, considered it ‘‘clearly 
settled that a bidder may be privately appointed by the 
owner in order to prevent the estate from being sold at an 
under value.” In the 14th edition of the same work, he 
says ‘It would require a decision of the House of Lords to 
overrule the cases in equity, and it is highly desirable that 
the Courts of law should adopt the equitable rule restricted 
as it now is. 

If we refer to the cases decided at common law, beginning 
with Lord Mansfield’s decisions in Bexwell v. Christie, we 
shall find that there is more or less fraud in each of them, 
and possibly there is doubt whether they would in the 
present day be supported, notwithstanding the strong 
opinion of Lord Loughborough expressed in Bexwell v. 
Christie. 

In the month of November last, a case of Mortimer v. 
Bell, 14 W. R. 68, came on for hearing before Lord Chan- 
— Cranworth on an appeal from the Master of the 

olls. 

The following is a short summary of the case :—‘“‘ Pro- 
perty was put up for sale by auction, the conditions stating 
that the highest bidder was to be the purchaser, and not 
saying anything as to biddings on behalf of the vendor. An 
agent of the vendors bid £2,500. The auctioneer then bid 
£2,600, and the agent and the auctioneer continued bidding 
against each other till the biddings reached £3,600. The 
defendant then bid £3,650, and the property was knocked 
down to him. Held reversing the decision appealed from 
that the vendors could not enforce the contract.” 

It will beobserved that in this case there were two bidders, 
namely, the auctioneer and another party employed by the 
vendor to bid on his behalf. This has at all times been objected 
to by the Court of Chancery, as may be seen by referring 
to the cases. The decision in Mortimer v. Bell therefore 
in effect does not alter the law, for Lord Cranworth stated 
in his judgment, ‘‘that the current of authorities was 
strong in favour of allowing a single bidder, but that he 
there decided against the contract on the ground of the 
vendor having employed ¢wo parties to bid.” 

If the question had rested there, we should merely have 
found his Lordship supporting that which had been con- 
sidered to be the well-established law upon the case, but -he 
went much further, and threw some doubt upon the pro- 
priety of the law: He says, ‘‘ We find the current of 
authorities has been so strong in favour of allowing a single 
bidder, that I might have found it diffichlt to go against 
them, though agreeing with what was said by the Lord 
Justice Knight Bruce in Woodward v. Miller, 2 Coll. 279, 
that abstractedly the legal doctrine is sounder, with which 
opinion it is evident that the Master of the Rolls agrees. 
At the same time I may observe that there are not, so far 
as I am aware, any authorities absolutely binding me to 
decide that the rule which is established at common law, 
does not hold good in equity; ‘‘ for his Lordship goes on to 
say, no case decided by a Lord Chancellor, or by the 
Lords Justices has been referred to in support of that pro- 
position.” 

In Woodward v. Miller the Lord Justice Knight Bruce (then 
Vice-Chancellor), offered the defendant the purchaser the 
right of trying the question at law, upon an issue. This 
was refused, and on giving judgment his Lordship said, 
‘It strikes me that the decision inthis court, the defendant 
not electing to try the question at law, renders it necessary 
for me to say that the facts do not amount to a deferice 























































































































































































































































prs gnc hae 









PRE TOLER RRR Bee aC ORR Ss 

















THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Dec, 15, 1866, 





against specific performance in equity. In saying this I 
desire it to be understood as proceeding on yoo A only, 
and not on any opinion of my own, I do not say that my 
own opinion differs from the authorities here, but I think 
that they render it unnecessary for me to form an opinion.” 
He had, Frames during the argument remarked abstractedly, 
‘*T should have considered the defenaant’s objection likely to 
prevail in equity and not at law. Jf I were at liberty to 
consider the matter in the abstract, I should be disposed to 
say that there was more equity in the cases at law than in 
those in equity.” The decision of Lord Cranworth leaves 
the question open for furtherconsideration. In consequence 
of this doubt thrown out after the numerous cases upon 
the question, and with a view to settle the question, and 
thereby produce an uniformity of decision in law and equity, 
Lord St. Leonards iantnadliotely upon the —s of Parlia- 
ment brought in a bill intitled “‘An Act for amending the 
law of auction of estates.” For so doing Lord St. Leonards 
is entitled to our sincere thanks, but inasmuch as _ his 
Lordship, influenced no doubt to some extent by a very able 
petition which was presented by our society, has been 
induced to withdraw his bill for the present, it appears to 
me very desirable that the various clauses in the bill should 
be considered by the members of our profession. I have 
therefore availed myself of the present opportunity of bring- 
ing the s::bject before the notice of the gentlemen assembled 
from diiierent parts of the country in this ancient city of 
Canterbury, in order to ascertain your opinions. I consider 
that there are no parties so well able to express an opinion 
upon the matter as solicitors are. 

With your permission, gentlemen, I beg to offer a few 
remarks upon the bill and its clauses. 

By the 4th section it is proposed that the auctioneer 
shall, previously to taking any biddiugs at any sale read the 
conditions. I presume that this would also include the 
particulars, which often contain most important restrictions. 
There ought to be no doubt on this point. The clause 
however appears to me to be unnecessary, for the conditions 
and particulars are always read. I do not suppose that any 
of you ever attended a sale when they were not ; if such 
should be the case, the parties present wonld insist upon 
their being read. 

By the 5th section the auctioneer is not to bid. I cannot 
see the propriety of this clause. To me it appears that if 
any party is to be authorised to bid on the part of the 
vendor, the auctioneer would be the most proper, inasmuch 
as each bid from him would at once be known to be on 
behalf of the vendor, and consequently prevent any possible 
imposition on the bidders, 

hen property is put up for sale ‘‘ without reserve ” in 
strictness, there Ft to be no biddings except bond fide 
ones ; I fear, however, that in practice it will always be found 
to be very difficult to prevent a vendor, who has so much 
interest at stake, from getting some friend quietly to bid. 
If however a vendor chooses to offer his property without 
reserve he has no right to complain of any restrictions 
against the employment of a puffer being imposed upon 


nm. 

The 7th and 8th sections appear to me to be very objec- 
tion:ble, and unnecessarily to impose a restriction upon 
the offering of land for sale by auction. Both those sections 
apply to those cases when .there is a reserve; the one 
where land is offered, ‘‘subject to a reserved price,” and 
the other where it is offered ‘‘subject to a right for the 
seller or his agent to bid once for each lot, or generally to 
bid as often as he shall think proper. 

In each of these cases the amount of the reserved price 
is required to be stated in writing, and delivered to the 
auctioneer previous to the sale. I cannot see the justice or 
necessity of these restrictions, and must observe from my 
experience, that if the clauses as proposed should become 
the law of the land, they will inflict a great hardship upon 
sellers, and tend very materially to of. ow the number of 
sales, Lord St. Leonards seems to me to have supposed 
that as a matter of course, a gentleman who instructs his 
solicitor to advertise*his property for sale by auction, must 
be fully aware of the value of his property and the price it 
ought to fetch. Such is not always the case, for nothing is 
more common than for an owner of land who is desirous of 
testing the value of his property and of selling if he can 
obtain a fair price, but not otherwise, to instruct his 
solicitor to offer it for sale, with a view as it is called to 
bring it into market. 

Under the existing practice the vendor reteins the right 





of bidding once if not more frequently, he watches the bids, 
and is frequently governed at the lgst moment in the 
amount of his reserve from what has taken place. There js 
no impropriety in this: why should a vendor be prevented, 
at the last, from putting on either a higher or a lower reserye 
than he had intended at first? But by the proposed clauses 
he would be prevented from so doing. It’ appears to me 
most undesirable to place any such restriction upon the 
seller, and that he ought to have full liberty to adapt his 
reserve to the circumstances, if he considers it desirable to 
do so; this is very important in the case of trustees or 
mortgagees selling under their powers. 

It may be said that the seller ought to ascertain the 
value of his property from some surveyor or other competent 
party before the sale, and fix his reserve accordingly. My 
experience of these opinions is very unfavourable, and that 
they are not to be relied upon. In the case of improvi 
properties in the neighbourhood of towns, the value cay 
frequently be better ascertained in the auction room than 
in any other manner, and it must be borne in mind that a 
good deal of that offered for sale is of this kind. For these 
reasons I would urge a further consideration and reconstruc: 
tion of sections 7, 8, and 10. 

By the 12th section it is proposed in the event of the 
auctioneer or person appointed by the vendor bidding in 
contravention of the act, to make the sale void againsts 
bond fide bidder who may be unwilling to complete the 
purchase, and by the 12th section it is proposed that if at 
any sale the property is knocked down to any person biddi 
in contravention of the rules of the act, the last bond 
bidder may elect to become the purchaser on giving notice 
to such effect within 6 days. Upon these clauses I would 
observe in the first place, that they propose to enact very 
severe penalties, and in the second place I would say that 
if any bond fide bidder wishes to make the claim réferred to 
in the last clause, he ought to be bound to do so at once, 
before the auctioneer leaves the room, I do not see why he 
should have six days allowed to him. I fear that such 
clauses as the 11th and 12th would open the door toa 
great deal of litigation, and subject all parties, vendors, 
auctioneers, and bidders, to great annoyance. Clause 13, I 
should think, would be most objectionable to an auctioneer, 
and I think ought to be entirely omitted from any future 
bill, I am at a loss to find any good reason why the 
auctioneer should be made liable, the proper party against 
whom the claim ought to be made should be the vendor, 
In bringing forward the bill I Wish to give Lord St 
Leonards credit for having been actuated by an earnest 
desire to protect persons bidding at an auction from being 
imposed upon ; and induced to bid more than they ~— 
strictly to do. In fact the bill might have been entitled 
‘‘An Act to prevent persons bidding at sales from being 
imposed upon,’”’ but allow me to say that, from my exper 
ence, I have not found bidders to be such unprotected 
individuals as Lord St. Leonards seems to think they are, I 
have always found them to be very much alive to their own 
interests, and not at all disposed to bid more than the 
property is worth. I am inclined to agree with the remarks 
oe by Lord Loughborough in Connolly v. Parsons, ubi, 
supe I feel .vast difficulty to compass tke reasoning, that a 
person does not follow his own —— because other 
persons bid that the judgment of one person is deluded 
and influenced at by. the bidding of others. 

In conclusion I beg to say that I sincerely thank Lord 
St. Leonards for the portion of his bill in which he pro- 
poses to do away with the practice of opening rp oe in 
the chief elerks office in case of sales by order of the Court 
of Chancery. This is a most valuable alteration, and is 4 
most excellent reform in the law. The present practice 
has always appeared to me to be very unjust. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this society held at the Law Institution 
on Tuesday, Dec. 11, Mr. Widdows in the chair, the ques- 
tion ‘‘ Do the views of Mr. Bright, as expressed in his recent 
speeches, deserve condemnation ?” was opened by Mr. Daw 
in the affirmative. After an animated discussion, on the 
motion of Mr. Groves the debate was adjourned, the number 
of members present having been twenty-eight. 








Lorp Broveuam arrived in town on Monday from his seat 
in Westmoreland, 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Mr. E. CHARLES, on Equity, Monday, Dec. 17. 
Mr. H. W. Lorp, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Friday, Dec. 21. 
The lectures will be resumed on January 7, 1867. 


LAW CLASSES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Mr. D. SturcEs, on Equity, Monday, Dec. 17, class A, 
elementary and advanced. Thursday, Dec. 20, class B, 
elementary and advanced. 

Mr. A. BarLey, on Real Property, Tuesday, Dec. 18, 
class B, elementary and advanced. Friday, Dec. 21, class 
A, elementary and advanced. : 

Mr. E. A. C. ScHatcu, on Common Law, Wednesday, 
Dec. 19, class B, elementary and advanced. 

The classes will be resumed on January 7, 1867. 








COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY VACATION. 
’ The Christmas Vacation will commence on Monday the 
24th day of December, 1862, and terminate on the 6th day 
of January, 1867, both days inclusive. 


ORDER IN CHANCERY. 

I, the Right Honourable Frederic Baron Chelmsford, 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby, in 
pursuance and execution of the powers given by the statute 
98 & 29 Vict. c. 99, order that any suit or matter transferred 
from any county court to the Court of Chancery, under the 

rovisions of section 9 of the said statute, shall proceed 


in the Court of the Honourable*the Vice-Chancellor Sir John , 


Stuart. (Signed) CHELMSFORD. C. 


Dec. 6, 1866. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quoratton, Dec, 13, 1866. 
(From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 884 Annuities, April, 85 12} 
Ditto for Account, Jan. 10, 88§ Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 874 Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. — pm 
New 3 per Cent., 874 Ditto, £500, Do, 5 pm 
Do. 3} per Cent., Jan, 794 Ditto, £100 & £206, Do — pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 6} per 
.5 per Cent., Jan. ’°76 — Ct. (last half-year) 249} 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


{India Stock, 104 p Ct. Apr. '74— Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72 100 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79 

Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’70 1064 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 

Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. 88 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000, pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. Ditto, ditto, under £1000, pm 


INSURANCE COMPANIES. 








Dividend 


s| per annum Names. Shares 





cooceo- 


£ 
5 per cent} Clerical, Med. & Gen, Life 100 
40 pe & bs} County... ove oo» =—-100 
8 per cent} Eagle ico ror 50 
711s 8d pe| Equity and Law ... « 100 
71 2s 10d pe} English & Scot. Law Life 50 
5 per cent | Equitable Reversionary... 105 
5 percent] Do. New... eee ee 
5&3pshb| Gresham Lite... oval 
5 per cent} Guardian .., oes v» =100 
7 per cent} Home & Col. Ass.,Limtd, 50 
84 per cent] Imperial Life... «| 100 
10 per cent] Law Fire... eee ww. =100 
24 pr cent] Law Lite ... tee vee] 100 
66-7 pr et} Law Union nd Sas 
63 p share} Legal & General Life . 
5 per cent} London & Provincial Law 
10 percentj North Brit, & Mercantile 
2500) 124 & »bns| Provident Life 
20 per cent} Royal Exchange... 
64 percent] Sun Fire... 

ose Do. Life .., 


raSow 


eccoso ecoosco 





— = . 
SCrwnosoooocecso: 


ecorrzccecso 











ze 








| resolutions authorizi 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways, 





Bristol and Exeter 
Caledoni 118 
Glasgow and South-Western 119 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .... 26 

Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2. 6 
Great Northern 114 

Do., A Stock* 1 1233 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 92 
Great Western— Original .... ip 

Do., West Midland—Oxfo 

Do., do.—Newport 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 
London, Brighton, and Sou 
London, Chatham, and Dover. 
London and North-Western.... 
London and South-Western .... 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Metropolitan 

Do., New 
Midland 

Do., Birmingham and Derby 
North British 
North London 

Do., 1864 
North Staffordshire 
Scottish Central 
South Devon 





















































* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 


MoNEY MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

There is no feature of special interest to record, either finan- 
cially or commercially, in connection with the transactions of the 
week. The dealings on ’Change have been very limited, and no 
material change in quotations has occurred. 

A continued active demand exists for discount, both at the 
Bank and in the open market. Although in some few instances 
first-class paper has been taken at 3} per cent., the current rates 
are :— Thirty to sixty days’ bills, 3§ to 4 per cent. ; three months’ 
bills, 4; four and six months’ trade bills, 44 to 5; Bank bills, 
; running for the same period, 4 to 43. 

' Recent American advices report considerable excitement, 
amounting almost to panic, in the money market. It seems that 
| some banks, with an inconveniently small amount of green 
have presented their clearing-house certificates for redemptio 
| and the Treasury have in consequence applied to the National 

Bank depositories ; but the last accounts state that the drain on 

the National Bank had ceased, and an easier feeling prevailed. 
| No change was made to-day in the Bank rate. Consols are 

888 to 88} ex. div. for money, and 88} to 88§ ex. div. for the 
| account. 

In Foreign Government Stocks the most numerous i 
have been in Mexican and Russian Scrip, but prices in the main 
are unaltered to any recordable extent. 

Railway Shares are only moderately dealt in, and prices are 
inclined to recede, though the returns of traffic are favourable. 
The notices of intended application to Parliament in the session 

| of 1867 are 171, as compared with 450 in 1866. The plans and 
sections of new railways and other works connected with rail- 
ways, such as docks, piers, and canals, have been deposited with 
the Board of Trade for 101 bills, as contrasted with 340 for the 
session of 1866. 
It seems that a proposal has been put forward to establish a 
| general Debenture-Holders’ Defence Association, to op the 
roceedings of the London, Chatham, and Dover way in 
arliament next session, it being considered that, should the 
| application be successful, all debentures in every railway com- 
pany in the kingdom will suffer in value. 

a. the Banking department there is no change worthy of 
record. 

Intelligence has been received from Calcutta, Bombay, and 
Madras, that the shareholders in those places have agreed to 
the resuscitation of the bank. 

' A meeting of the shareholders in the Metropolitan and Pro- 
' vincia! Bank (Limited) was held yesterday, at which resolutions 
| to reconstruct the bank, with a capital of £200,000, were unani- 
| mously agreed to. The statement made by the chairman, that a 
| solicitor’s clerk holding five shares, had presented a petition to 
| wind up, was received with indignation. 

The official liquidators of Barned’s Banking Company propose 

: to make a call of £40 per share. 
| A petition to wind up the Albion Bank has been dismissed 
| with costs. 
In the miscellaneous department there has been an entire 
absence of activity. 
| The liquidators of Overend, Gurney, & Co. are about te dis- 

tribute 2s. 6d. in the pound, leaving the amount received from 
| calls to abide the result of the cases now before the Court. Had 
| there been no questions pending, the distribution would have 


‘ been at the rate of five shillings in the pound. 
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The Investors’. Guardian gives the following particulars with 
reference to thgproposed new company to carry on the business 
of the Inns ofCourt Hotel :— 

** The trade in this description of business appears to be on 
the increase, probably because there are so many injudicious 
attemptg’ at joint-stock association requiring extrication from 
their cae. It is here intended to raise £30,000, in 6,000 
8 of the small denomination of £5 each. 

**¥or the purchase or rental of the undertaking now. known 
as the Inns of Court Hotel, the finishing and maintaining of 
the said hotel, the carrying on of the usual business of an hotel 
and tavern therein,’ &c. 

“The enterprisers who thus come forward in rescue of the 
Inns of Court are probably equal to the task they have under- 
taken, but we suspect the investing public will be slow in their 
belief on the subject. It is only proper, however, that the sig- 
natures and the subscriptions ie d be allowed to speak for 
themselves :— 

Shares 


William Ludlam Ollard, Upwell, Cambridge, solicitor .... 150 
Tom Ray, 14, Pembridge-place, Bayswater, gentleman .... 50 
Edward Hicks Wilbraham, Esq., Temple, Cambridge...... 50 
Edward William Cox, 36, Russell-square, barrister-at-law 50 
John Rahles, 7, Camden-road, Regent’s-park, gentleman.. 50 
John Hensman, 25, College-hill, London, solicitor ........ 50 
es aay os , College-hill, solicitor .............. 50 

_ ‘The five first in order are prepared to assume the office of 
director (the numbers to vary between three and seven) on condi- 
tion that the qualification is fixed as low as shares, while 
rage remuneration is to be £400 per annum to begin with. It 

80 — 

““*That when any two successive half-yearly dividends shall 
have been paid to the shareholders of more than five per cent. 
= annum, the directors shall be allowed a further sum of £60 

or every one per cent. of dividend above five per cent., provided 
always that they shall not receive a larger sum than £800 in any 


one year. 
in be perfectly satisfied that they never will.” 








Tue Bar or THE OLp Bai_Ey.—A visitor to the Old Bailey, 
to whom the courts of Westminster or Guildhall are familiar, 
will probably be very much struck with the difference between 
the manner in which the Nisi Prius and the criminal barristers 
are treated by the officials of their respective courts. At West- 
minster the ushers, who are most unpleasant in their demeanour 
towards the public at large, are as deferential in their tone to 
the bar as so many club servants. Like Kathleen’s cow, though 
Vicious to others, they are gentle to them. Indeed, at West- 
minster the bar are treated 4 all the officials as gentlemen of 
position have a right to expect to be. But at the Old Bailey 
it is otherwise. They appear to be on familiar terms with criers, 
ushers, thieves’ attorneys, clerks, and police sergeants. 
Attorneys’ clerks of Israelitish aspect buttonhole them. 
hinge neg criers elbow them right and left, and the policeman 
on duty at the bar entrance chafis them with haughty con- 
descension. Ofcourse there are many gentlemen at the criminal 
bar whose professional position overawes even this overbearing 
functionary ; but it unfortunately happens that there are a 
ie many needy and issih snr practitioners at the Old 

ailey, who find it to their advantage to adopt a conciliatory 
policy towards everybody in office; for it is an unfortunate fact 
that almost everybody in office has it in his power, directly or 
indirectly, to do an Old Bailey barrister a good turn. ‘ Dockers,’ 
or briefs handed directly from the prisoner in the dock to 
counsel, without the expensive intervention of an attorney, are 
distributed Pretty well at the. discretion of the warder in the 
dock, or of the gaoler to whose custody the prisoner has been 
entrusted since his committal; and there are a few needy 
barristers who are not ashamed to allow their clerks to tout 
among prisoners’ friends for briefs at half fees.* It is only fair 
to state that the counsel who resort to these ungentlemanly 
di form but a small Lo gern of the barristers who practise 
at the Old Bailey; but sti pag fy sufficiently numerous to 
affect most seriously the tone that is adopted by Old Bailey 
officials towards the bar as a body.—London Society. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE NEW AUCTION MART. 
Nov. 30.—By Messrs. Norton, Trrst, & Co. 
Absolute reversion to £1,500 sterling, receivable on the death of the 
survivor of two ladies, aged 80 and 60 years—Sold for £615. 
By Messrs. Rusnworts, Jarvis, & Ansorr. 
Freehold ground-rent of £230 per annum, secured upon No. 8, St. Mary 
Axe—Sold for £5,290. 
Leasehold residence, No. 15a, Upper Brook-street, Grosvenor-square ; 
let on lease for the whole term at £160 at annum ; term, 60 years 


Freehold house, No. 32, Crutched-friars, City, producing £150 per annum 
—Sold for £3,720. : 

Freehold house and shop, No. 58, Red Cross-street, Cripplegate; let at 
, £48 per annum—Sold for £1,040. 

Freehold house with shop, No. 59, Red Cross-street; let on leasé at £50 
per annum—Sold for £1,660. 

Freehold house with shop, No. 60, Red Cross-street ; let on lease at £56 
. per annum—Sold for 4,300, 

Freehold house with shop, No. 61, Red Cross-street; let on lease at £27 
per annum—Sold for £600. 

Freehold residence, No. 3, Gloucester-place, Crooms-hill, Greenwich. 
park—Sold for £1,000. 

Leasehold residence, No. 171, Goswell-road, Clerkenwell ; let on lease at 
£38 per annum; term, 15 years unexpired, at £7 per annum—Sold 
for £290. 

Dec. 4.—By Messrs. DrpennaM, Tewson, & FaRMER. 
Freehold and Leasehold property, known as The Richmond-hill Hotel, 
Richmond-hill, Surrey—Sold for £14,000. 

Leasehold mansion, No. 11, Leinster-gardens, Hyde-park ; let on lease 
at £174 per annum; term, 84 years unexpired, at £23 per annum— 
Sold for £2,300. 

Leasehold, 2 residences, Nos, 2 and 3, Ledbury-road, Bayswater, pro- 
ducing £110 per annum ; term, 76$ years unexpired, at £18 per annum 
—Sold for £1,310. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

ADAIR—On Nov. 30, at Upper Hyde-park-street, Hyde-park-square, 
the wife of H. E. Adair, Esq., M.P., Sorriater-at-Lew, of a danchier 

BETHELL—Oux Dec. 5, at Upwood Mount, Manchester, the wife of the 

Hon. H. Slingsby Bethell, Esq., of a daughter. 

JOHNSON—On Dec. 2, the wife of H. C. R. Johnson, Esq., Barrister- 

at-Law, Calcutta, of ason. 

KEATE—On Nov. 24, at Ouchy, Lausanne, Switzerland, the wife of 
R, W. Keate, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

BURROUGH—BROWN—On Dec. 4, at St. Mathew’s, Oakley-square, 
Edward Burrough, Esq., to Mary E., daughter of the late J. Brown, 
Esgq., Solicitor, Liskeard, Cornwall. 

DEATHS. 

BAKER — On Dec. 6, at Edgbaston, Birmingham, Ashley E., the wife 
of J. H. Baker, Esq., Birmingham, Solicitor, aged 37. 

KAYE—On Dec. 6, at Brixton, Joanna, relict of C. Kaye, Esq., Solici- 
tor, aged 66, 

MERCER—On Dec. 10, at Charlton Kings, near Cheltenham, Mrs, 
Francis Mercer, aged 68, wife of H. S. Mercer, . 

POWIS—On Dec. 6, at Mentone, Alicia, wife of W. Powis, Esq, 
Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

WRIGHT—On Dec. 4,at Woodthorpe, Notts, Mary, wife of H.S. Wright, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 20. 








UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months: — 

Bou.rer, Emma, Yarmouth, Spinster, £108 New £3 per Cent. Annuities 
—Claimed by the Accountant-General of the Court of Chancery, 
pursuant to an order of the Court, Nov 12. 

Etwes, Henry CoLessorne, Gloucestershire, Esq., £5,750 £4 per Cent. 
Annuities, 1826.—Claimed by J. H. Elwes, and G. Law, executorsof 
said H. Elwes, deceased. ° 

Ley, JaAMEs Pearp, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Esq., and John Young 
Kemp, Lincoln’s-inn, Esq, £189 0s. 10d. Consolidated £3 per Cent. 
Annuities.—Claimed by said J. P. Ley, and J. ¥Y. Kemp. 

Puiturers, IsaBELLA, wife of John Phillipps, Holloway, Islington, Esq. 
£739 17s. 10d. Reduced £3 per Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by sai 





I. Phillipps, Widow, the survivor. 

Warpiaw, Gerarp, Cheltenham, Esq. £2,645 4s, Ild. New £3 per 
Cent. Annuities, and £269 13g. Reduced £3 per Cent. Annuities.— 
Claimed by said G. Wardlaw. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


GMinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes, 
Fripay, Dec, 7, 1866. 
LimitEp IN CHANOERY.- 

General Estates Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has, by 
an order dated Nov 27, ordered that the voluntary winding-up of 
this company be continued, and that the appointment of George 
Fagg and Alfred Augustus James as liquidators, npon their giving 
due security, be confirmed. Sewell & Co, Gresham House, solicitors 
for the petitioners. 

Freehold Land and Brickmaking Company (Limited).—The Master of 
the Rolls has, by an order dated Nov 14, appointed George Scott, 
2, Bond-court, Walbrook, official liquidator. 

Inns of Court Hotel Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Wood bas 

ed Saturday, Dec 22 at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment 
of one or more official liquidator or liquidators. i 

Jersey Imperial Hotel Company (Limited).—Petition for UP, 
presented Dec 5, direeted to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Woot 
on Dec 15. Turnley, Cannon-street, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Heyford Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, p' 

Nov 30, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Dee 
Se & Gefire, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitors for 
oners. 





from Lady day, 1827, at £57 per annum—Sold for £1,080. 


Leasehold residence, No. 7, Keppel-street, Russell-square; term, 31 
years unexpired, at £15 per annum—Sold for £655. 


—_—— 





* We doubt this.—Ep. S, J. 





pe i 
Bridport Old Brewery Company (Limited).—Petition for winding’ 
| presented Dec 5, directed to be heard before the Master of the 

on Dec 15. Harrison & Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the peti: 
tioners. 
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Padeswood Oil Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Dec 5, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor’ Steere, on 
Dec 21. Chester & Urquhart, Staple-inn, solicitors for the peti- 


tioner. 
Tuzspay, Dec, 11, 1866, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

Marlborough Club yy (Limited).—Creditors are required on 
or before Jan 11, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Fredk Parker, Official Liquidator, 
Frederick’s-pl, Old Jewry. Wednesday, Jan 30, at 1, is appointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Coffee, Cocoa, Cotton, and General Produce Freehold Estates Com- 
pany of Venezuela (Limited).—Vice-Cbhancelior Malins has, by an 
order dated Dec 4, ordered the voluntary winding up of this com- 
pany to be continued. Hand, solicitor for the petitioners. 

Harehope Gill Lead Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 
up, presented Dec 11, directed to heard before the Master of the 
Rolls on Dec 2!. Newman, Bucklersbury, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Metropolitan and Provincial Bank (Limited).—Petition for winding 
up, presented Dec !1, directed to be heard before the Master of the 
Rolls on Dec 21. Pawle & Co, New-inn, Strand, solicitors for the 

titioner. 

Charles Laffitte and Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls 
has, by an order dated Nov 15, appointed James Boatwright Gibbons, 
Bank-buildings, to be official liquidator. 

fSimpson’s Cattle Spice Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls 
has, by an order dated Nov 17, appointed Fredk Whinney, Serle-st, 
Lincoln’s-inn, to be Official liquidator, 


Friendly Societies Dissolbed. 
Fripay, Dec. 7, 1866. 
Hunslet Friendly Intention Society, Wellington Hotel, Hunslet, Leeds, 


Creditors under Estates in Codancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Dec. 7, 1866. 

Beauclerk, Hon Charlotte, Lower Grosvenor-st. Widow. Dec 31, 
Beauclerk » Walker, M. R. 

East, Sir Gilbert East Gilbert, Hurlsy, Berks, Baronet. Jan 8. East 
oEast,M.R. 

Hartnall, Jas, Bridgwater, Somerset, Gent. Dec 31. Townsend v 
Wheeler, M. R. 

Jones, Evan, Penrock, Cardigan, Shopkeeper. Jan 7. Jones v Jones, 
y. C. Stuart. 

lee, Nathan Appleton, Tenth-st, New York, Feb 1. 
Glover, M. R, 

linsley, Wm, Gt Cambridge-st, Shoreditch, Gent. Dec 14. Morgan 
» Morris, V. C. Stuart. 

Pearse, Hy, Queen’sgate-ter, Hyde-park, Esq. Jan 21. 
Pearse, V. C. Stuart, 

Pinnock, John Enoch, Standlake, Witney, Oxford, Farmer, Dec 31. 
Wood v Pinnock, M. R. 

Richards, Robt.Fulke Montreville, Dover, Kent, Bootmaker. Jan 10, 
Willis v Richards, V. C. Stuart. 

Robinson, Ellen, Ulverston, Lancaster, Widow. Jan 10. Hart v 
Jackson, V. C. Stuart. 

Sevestre, Ann, Tyssen-ter, Hackney, Widow. 
Sevestre, V. C. Stuart. 

TwesDay, Dec. 11, 1866, 
Foster, Fras, Seaforth, nr Lpool, Gent, Jan7. Bell v Foster, V, C. 


Williams v 


Pearse v 


Jan 1. Bingley v 


Sinart. 
Glenn, Richd, Bowness, Westmorland, Gent. Jan8. Clegg v Diggle, 


Roscoe, Wm, King-st, Finsbury-sq, Solicitor. Dec 31. Roscoe v 
Latham, M. R. 

Smith, John Fredk, High-st, Islington, Licensed Victualler, Jan 1, 
Smith v Smith, M. R. 

Webb, Harriett, Brighton, Widow. Jan 14. Hicks v Crowley, V. C. 


Stuart, 


Trevitors under 22 & 23 Wiet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Dec. 7, 1866. 

Baker, John, Atherstone, Warwick, Land Agent. 
Atherstone. 

Clack, Rev Wm Chas, Moretonhampstead, Devon, Clerk. Jan 7, Whid- 
borne & Tozer, Teignmouth. 

Clegg, Joseph, Longden Enod, Rochdale, Lancaster, Fulling Miller. 
Jan 5, Harris, Rochdale. 

Dick, David, Drumburgh, Cumberland, Cheniical Manufacturer. Jan 
10. McAlpin, Carlisle. 

Flockton, Stephen, South Sea House, Threadneedle-st, Russia Broker. 
March 1, Hensman & Nicholson, College-hill. 

an besham, Farnborough, Southampton, Farmer. Jan 14. Eve, 

rshot. * 

Harrison, John, Crookham End House, Newbury, Berks, Esq. Dec 31. 
Lee & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Humphries, Thos, Kidderminster, Worcester, Carpet Manufacturer. 
Janl. Day, Kidderminster. 

Jey, Saml Thos, Wick, St Lawrence, Somerset, Yeoman. Dec 31, 
Hardwick, Springfield Worle. 

Jones, John, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Beerseller. Jan 29. Lord, 
Ashton-under-Lyne. 

Merington, Wm, Mountnessing, Essex, Farmer. Feb 1, Woodard, 
Fenchurcu-st. 

onay David, Everton, Lpool, Gent. Jan5. Thornely & Archer, 


Dec 26. Laxter, 


pool, 
—. Thos, Cookham, Berks, Farmer. Feb 23. Brown, Maiden- 
ead, 

Tardrew, Saml, Carmarthen, Gent. Feb 7. Gardnor, Carmarthen, 

Trubridge, Thos, Gt Wishford, Wilts,Gent. Jan 1, Hodding & Co, 
Salisbury. 

Williams, Frances Ann, Wandsworth, Spinster. Feb 1, Weymouth, 
Essex-st, Strand, 





Tuxspay, Dec. 1!, 1866. 
came, Thos, Farnham, Surrey, Steward. Jan 20. Shiers, New-inn, 
trand, 
Baker, John, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Gent. Mar 25. Baker & 
Philpott, Weston-super-Mare. . 
Ball, Jas, Manch, Rope Manufacturer. Jan 19. Smith & Boyer, Manch. 
Clegg, John, Lower Healey, Spotland, Lancaster, Stone Mason. Jan 
15. Mellor, Rochdale. 
Cox, Jas Harrison, Everton, Lpool. Feb1. Avison & Co, Lpool. 
Craig, Hugh, Neston, Chester, Esq. Janil. Lace & Co, Lpool. 
Freeman, Thos Bland, Denford, Northampton, Farmer. Jan 11. 
Archbould, Thrapston. 
— Mitchell, Grove, Camberwell, Esq, Jan 21. Baker & Co, 
rosby-sq. 
Ingham, Edwd, Ince in Mackerfield, Lancaster, Gent. Jan1l. Leigh 
& Son, Wigan. 
Pocock, Sarah Ann, Hemel Hempsted, Hertford, Widow. Jan1l. 
Grover & Stocken, Hemel Hempsted. 
=: Martha, Leamington, Warwick, Widow. Jan 19, Hough, 


ham. 
Sparks, Thos, Cookham, Berks, Farmer. Feb23. Brown, Maidenhead, 
Targett, John, Sindlesham, Hurst, Berks, Gent. Dec 31. Soames & 
Cooke, Wokingham. 
Webster, Catherine, Walsall, Stafford. Mar 13. Wilkinson, jun, Walsall, 
Webster, John, Walsall, Stafford, Chain Manufacturer. Mar13. Wil- 
kinson, jun, Walsall. 


Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 
Frrpay, Dec. 7, 1866. 
Dognel,. Ey. Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Draper. Novl5. Asat. 


eg 
Bancroft, Mary, Edgeley, Chester, Widow. Nov 9. Asst. Reg Dec 4, 
Barker, Eliz, Witton Gilbert, Durham, Widow. Nov 12, Comp. Reg 


Dec 6. 
Blake, Joseph, Union-sq, Islington, Commercial Clerk. Nov 16. 
Asst. Reg Dec 4. 
Reaches. David, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Bootmaker. Nov 19. Asst. 
4 


Cc 5, 

Poet, See Griffith, Chancery-lane, Patent Agent. Dec3, Comp. 
gz Dec 6. 

Brigg, Benj, & Sharp Greenwood, Bradford, York, Woolstaplers. 

Nov 20. Comp. Reg Dec6. 

ata Maria, Bideford, Devon, Furniture Dealer. Nov 19. Comp. 
g Dec 5. 

Cantle, John, Bristol, Pork Butcher. Nov 12. Asst. Reg Dec6. 

ba ny Edwd, Huddersfield, York, Newsvendor. Nov9. Comp. 

eg Dec6, ~ 
Ceeer. Ge. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, House Decorator. Nov 28. Asst. 
5. 


g Dec 5. 
Cove, Thos, Hayes, Middx, Bootmaker. Nov!7. Comp. Reg Dec 5. 
Danes, Wm, New Inn-yard, Old Bailey, Livery Stable Keeper. Nov 


8. Comp. Reg Dec 5. 
Se Wm, Alfreton, Derby, Butcher. Dec 3. Asst. Reg 


ce 5, 
Drakeford, Rebecca Burr, and John Drakeford, Birm, Pocketbook 
Manufacturers. Nov29. Comp. Reg Deo 6, 
Drukker, Meyer, London-wall, Clock Manufacturer. Dec 5. Comp. 


Reg Dec 6. 
Dunkeld, Wm, Carlisle, Draper. Novi7. Comp. Reg Dec7. 
Edwards, John, Shrewsbury, Salop, Innkeeper. Nov 16. Asst. Reg 


Dec 7, 
Ellinger, Alexander, Manch, Merchant. Dec4. Comp, Reg Dec 6. 
Evers, Fredk, Blenheim-rd, St John’s-wood, Barrister-at-Law. Nov 9. 
Comp. Reg Dec 6. 
Fentiman, Fras, Newport, York, Grocer. Nov 13. Comp. Reg Dec 5 
Frost, Jas, Nottingham, China Dealer. Nov 8. Asst. Reg Dec 5. 
Faller, Sydney, & Mary Tranter, Chertsey, Berlin Wool Dealers. Deo 
5. Comp. Reg Dec 7. 
Goodwin, John Ebenezer, Gray’s-inn-rd, Butcher, Nov 12. Comp. 
Reg Nov 30. 
Gray, Alfred, St. James’s-st, Tailor. Novi7. Asst. Reg Dec 7. 
Grime, Edmd, Manch, Paperstainer. Nov 30. Inspectorship. Reg 


Dec 4. 
Grinling, John, jun, Laxfield, Suffolk, Farmer. Nov 9. Asst. Reg 
Dec : 


le e 
Harmer, ie, jun, Bemerton-st, Caledonian-rd, Modeller. Dec 1. Asst 
Reg Dec 7. . 
Henderson, John, Windsor Castle Hotel, Hammersmith, Cireus Pro- 
prietor. Nov i5, Comp. Reg Dec 4. : 
=) Ferdinando, High-st, Whitechapel, Builder. Dec 3. Asst. 
eg Dec 7. 
ag ay Leopold, sen, Cannon-st, Merchant. Nov 27. Comp. 
eg Dec 4. 
Hoole, gal Evelith, Shiffnall, Salop, Farmer. Nov 24. Comp. 


‘eg Dec 7. 
Hornby, Richd, Clitheroe, Lancaster, Brewer. Nov8. A st, Reg 
Dec 5. 


Howorth, Wm, Castleford, York, Grocer. Nov 15. Asst. Reg Dec 5. 

Jackson, Hy, Parliament-st, Westminster, Contractor. Nov 8. In- 
spectorship. Reg Dec 6. 

Jacques, Hy Louis, Mile-end-rd, Hosier. Nov 16. Asst. Reg Dec 6. 

Kaufmann, Louis, Manch, Woollen Cloth Merchant. Dec 4. Comp. 
Reg Dec 7. 

Keer, Wm, Trimley St Mary, out of business, Nov l0. Asst. Reg 


Dec 4, 
— Chas Middleton, Fleet-st, Surgeon. Nov 30. Comp. Reg 


Dec 5. 
Laughton, Fredk, Argyle-sq, King’s-cross, Letter Assorter. Nov 13. 
Comp. Reg Dec 3. 
yo Hy Alex, Pitfield-st, Hoxton, Hosier. Nov 28. Asst. 
eg 4. 
Levy, Rosetta, Birm, Jeweller. Nov 15. Comp. Reg Dec 3. 
Manning, Wm, New Buckingham, Norfolk, Chemist. Nov 29. Asst. 


ne ton, John, Mitcheldean, Gloucester, Draper. Nov 30. Comp, 
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ay Pain Westfelton, Salop, Innkeeper. Nov 17. Asst. Reg 
Page Heres, Westbromwich, Stafford, Publican. Dec 5. Comp. Reg 
Parkinson, John, Bradford, York, Nurseryman. Nov 7. Asst. Reg 
Parks, hon Sydney, Gloucester, Woollendraper. Nov 19. Comp. 
Peay am, Sittingbourne, Kent, Carpenter. Asst. Nov 9. Reg 


m1 TE Robt, Sheffield, Farmer. Dec 3. Asst. Reg Dec 5. 
Picken, Taig rete » Hampstead-rd, Lithographic Artist. Dec 


Parden, hos, ay Burton-upon-Trent, Stafford, Saddler. Nov 19. 
om e 
Ramsay, David Allan, Cannon-st, Bill broker. Dec4. Comp. Reg 


Dec 
Rendell John, Queen-st, Grosvenor-sq, Butcher. Nov 21. Comp. Reg 


Dec 6 

Richards, Chas, Wellington-rd, Kensal-green, Wheelwright. Dec 1. 
Comp. Reg Dec 5. 

Robiason, David, Bartholomew-rd, Kentish-town, Paper Hanging 
Manufacturer. Dec7. Comp. Reg Dec 7. 

Sharrocks, Esther, Manch,Grocer. Nov 14. Asst. Reg Dec 5, 

Shelley, Edwd, le arr. Stafford, Comm Agent. Nov 26. 
Comp. Reg De 

— Wm, ne Chester. Innkeeper. Nov 28, Asst. Reg 

6 

Smith, _— , Change-alley, Cornhill, Stockbroker. Nov27. Comp. 
Reg Dec 

Smith, Edwd Tyrrel, -. ~) oan Chelsea, Licensed Victualler. 
Dec 5, Asst. Reg Dec 

Smith, Palmer, Steckbridge- -ter, Pimlico, Italian Warehouseman. 
Nov 7. Asst. gz Dec 5, 

Sparks, Chas Terry, Thco-tene, Merchant. Nov 16. Reg Dec 5. 

Spurgeon, Clement Moore, Gt Tower-st, Wine Merchant. Dec 1. 
Comp. Reg Dec 4. 

Suckling, Jonathan, ere Commercial-rd, Wheelwright. 
Nov 10. Comp. Reg De 

Swift, i? Jacob, taaey, Salop, Grocer. Nov 20. Asst. Reg 


Dec 

Taylor, tiy, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Innkeeper. Nov 16. Comp. 
Reg Dec 

Thomas, Fr Fredk Wm, Adam-st, Adelphi, Bill Discounter. Dec 7. Comp. 


Reg D 
Tilles, Jas, Appleton, Lancaster, Builder. Novl2. Asst. Reg Dec 5. 
ag oy Shilsor, Hyde-st, New Oxford-st, Tailor. Dec8. Asst. Reg 


Vought, he Cowper-rd, Stoke Newington,Baker. Nov 16. Comp. 
Reg D 

Welch, Geo, Jane-st, Commercial-rd East, Fishmonger, Dec 5. Comp. 
Reg Dec 

Ww extgate, Robt, Lower Norwood, Tailor. Nov 16. Comp. Reg 
Dec 7. 


Wooller, Joseph, Bradford, York, Dyer. Nov 14. Comp. Reg Dec 7. 
Woosnam, John, Wigan, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. Nov 9. Comp. 


Reg Dec 4. 
TuEspay, Dec. 11, 1866, 
Ackroyd, Jas, Halifax, York, Shoemaker. Dec 10. Comp. Reg 
il 


c ll. 
Aitken, Alex, Lpool, Draper. Nov 15. Comp. Reg Dec 11. 
Appleby, Hy, Robert-st, Grosvenor-sq, Egg Merchant. Nov 27. 
Comp. Reg Dec 10. 
Baker, Wm, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Farrier, Nov 26. Comp. Reg 


Dec 7. 
Bates, Thos Hy, Walsall, Stafford, Innkeeper. Dec 4. Comp. Reg 


ec 10. 

Bayley, Saml, & Joseph Moor, Manch. Dec 8. Comp. Reg Dec 10. 

Black, Jas, Towlaw, Durham, Draper. Nov 13. Asst. Reg Dec 8. 

Bletscher, Geo Hubert, & Edwd Wm ee Lawrence-lane, Comm 
Agents. Novl5. Asst. Reg Dec 10. 

——, John, Long Eaton, Derby, Joiner. Nov 17. Asst. Reg 
Dec ! 

Buckle, Thos, jun, Masham, York, Woollen Draper. Nov 14. Comp. 
Reg Dec 10 

Butler, Jas Hy, Gracechurch-st, Merchant. Nov 14. Asst. Reg Dec 10. 

Butler, John Wm, Edgware-rd, Ironmonger. Nov 13. Comp. Reg 
Dec 8 

Cartwright, John Hy, Upper Thames-st, Ship and Insurance Broker. 
Nov 30. Comp. Reg Dec 8. 

Orta ry Birkenhead, Chester, Licensed Victualler. Nov 26. Asst, 

eg Dec 8. J 

Castledine, John, ey oy Spring-grove, South Lambeth, Grocer. 
Nov 17. Asst. Reg Dec 8. 

Chambers, aaa Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Nov 13. Asst. 
Reg Dec } 

Cook, poodle & Augustave Brochard, Portland-pl, Cambridge-rd, 
Hackney, Mould Importers. Nov 7. ‘Comp. Reg Dec 4. 

Cowan, Thos Wm, Beckenham, Kent, Engineer. Dec7. Asst. Reg 
Dec 11. 

Crockett, John, Gt Hermitage-st, Wapping, Grocer. Decl. Comp. 
Reg Dec 7. 

Crofts, Wm, Basinghall-st, Printer. Dec 7. Comp. Reg Dec 10. 

Day, Edwin, East-st, Walworth, Hacerdasher. Sept 22, Comp. Reg 
Oct 5. 

Faulconbridge, Joseph, Birm, Printer. Nov 20. Asst. Reg Dec 8. 

Ford, Thos, Now ve Bradford, York, Cabinet Maker. Nov 14, 
Asst. Reg Dec 7 

Forsyth, Geo, David Robertson, & Hy Bragg, Whitehaven, Engineers. 
Nov l4. Asst. Reg Dec 10. 

Fresson, Mitchell, Worthing, Sussex, Banker’s Clerk. Nov 24. Asst. 
Reg Dec 7. 

Evans, Ann, Manch, Confectioner. Nov 19. Asst. Reg Dec 8. 

Gartside, Joseph, Gidham, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer. Dec 5. 
Comb. Reg Dec 10. 

ome ee » Dudley, Worcester, Draper. Nov 27. Comp. Reg 





a Papa Jackson’s-bridge, nr Holmfirth, York, Chemist. Reg 
Dec 


Harrison, Richd Thos, nea st, Hercules-buildgs, Lambeth,Carman, 
Nov 14. Asst. Reg Dec | 

Henderson, Arthur, Pine daily pl, Edgeware-rd, Nurseryman. Noy 
12. Asst. Reg Dec 10. 

Hicks, Ferdinando, High-st, Whitechapel, Builder. Dec 3. Asst, 


Reg 

Hollins, Edwd, & Fras Jas Bligh, Manch, Cotton Manufacturers, Noy 
20. Asst. Reg Dec 

Hoyle, Manasseh, Bradford, York, General Dealer. Nov 15. Asst, 


Reg Dec 10. 
a oy 9 Thos, Kentish Town-rd, Butcher. Nov 13. Comp. Reg 


Cc 8 
Ladmore, Edwin, Hereford, Gunsmith. Nov1l0. Asst. Reg Dec8, 
Lambert, Benj, Burnley, Lancaster, Hair Dresser. Nov 23. Asst, 
Reg Dec 10. 
Laws, John Dixon, ye Northumberland, Common Brewer. Noy 
19, Conv. Reg Dec | 
Lees, Josiah, Birm, Gold ‘Chain Maker. Oct 24. Comp. Reg Dee 7, 
Lloyd, Thos Bilton, Manch, Law Stationer. Dec 1. Asst. Reg Dec8, 
eee , Chas, Watlington, Oxford, Draper. Nov 12. Comp. Reg 


Marchant, Jas, Holloway-rd, Islington, out of business. Dee 6, 
Comp. Reg Dec !1. 
Marshall, Thos Hy, Kingston-upon-Hull, Iron Merchant. Dec 10, 
mp. Reg Dec 1}. 
Moore, Clara, Martha Moore, & Jane Moore, ee inate -rd, Kentish. 
town, Milliners. Nov 12, Asst. Reg Dec 
Mossop, John, St Bees, Cumberland, te “Nov 10. Asst. Reg 


Powell, John, Holloway-rd, Harrow-green, Leytonstone-rd, Builder, 
Nov 30. Comp. Reg Dec 10 

Preen, Chas, Birm, Milliner. Nov 20. Asst. Reg Dec 10. 

Prestopino, ‘Joseph, Featherstone-buildgs, Holborn, Coral Merchant, 
Nov 15. Comp. Reg Dec 7. 

Robertson, John Forbes, Barusbury-sq, Islington, Fish Factor. Deg 
7. Reg Dec 10. 

Rowe, John, Tavistock, Devon, Innkeeper. Nov17. Comp. Reg Decll, 

Seager, Geo Wm, Lant- -st, Borough, Licensed Victualler. Dec 1, 
Comp. Reg Dec 1 

Shipway, Ja » Jas Holder, Victoria- st, Westminster, Civil Engineer. Deo 

om Reg Dec il. 

Smith, Bom “Nottingham, Commercial Traveller. Nov 24. Comp, 
Reg Dec 10. 

Spark, Wm, Rupert-st, Builder. Nov 13. Asst. Reg Dec 7. 

Spencer, Sydney, & John Spencer, Bridge House Hotel, Southwark, 
Hotel Keepers. Nov 17. Asst. Reg Dec 8. 

Stahl, Arnold, Fenchurch-st, Oil Broker. Novl5. Comp. Reg Deo’. 

Taylor, Win, Bradford, York, Wovolstapler. Nov 16. Asst. Reg 


Dec 10. 

Te oe Horncastle, Lincoln,Greengrocer. Nov 26. Asst. Reg 
ec 

Waddington, Thos, Durhan:-rd, Holloway, out of business. Nov 17. 

Comp. Reg Dec 10. 

bi sssry Danl Nathaniel, Lpool, Tea Dealer. Nov 30. Comp. Reg 
ec 1). 

Wallis, Wm, Birm, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 29. Comp. Reg Dec 7. 

Williams, David, Denbigh, Currier. Noy 28. Asst. Reg Dec 8. 


Gankrupts. 
Frrpay, Dec. 7, 1866, 
To Surrender in London. 

Bird, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Dec3, Dec18 atl. King 
Queen-st, Cheapside, 

Bowerman, Geo, & Jane Eliz Bowerman: Eynsham, Oxford, Butchers. 
Pet Dec 3. Jan9atll. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Bowles, Wm, Albert-pl, Victoria-rd, Hammersmith, Beershop Keeper. 
Pet Dec 4. Dec 18 atl. Porter, Coleman-st. 

Branneis, Chas Matthias, New Cavendish-st, Milliner. Pet Dec % 
Dec 18 ‘at 1. Lawless & Co, Gracechurch-st. 

Brook, Hy, Englefield-rd, Southgate-rd, Clerk, Pet Dec 1. Dec 19at 
2. Steadman, Mason’s-avenue, Coleman- st. 

Collins, Jas, London Wall, Engraver. Pet Dec4. Decl9at12. Mun- 
day, Basinghall-st. 

Commins, Saml, Albion-pl, Camberwell New-rd, Grocer. Pet Nov 29. 
Dec 18 at ll. * Allen, Chancery-lane. 

Drummond, Phos, Tredegan-ter. Tredegan-rd, Bow, Contractor. Peb 
Dec 3. Dec 19 at2, Angell, King-st. 

Evans, John, Union-ct, Holborn, General Dealer. Pet Dec 3. Dec 18 
at 12, Brown, Basinghall-st. 
Green, Hy Walter Durnford, Gt Russell-st, Bloomsbury, Clerk, Pet 
Dec 4. Dec19at12. Satchell & Chapple, Queen-st, Cheapside. 
Jackson, Geo Rowland, Westbourne-grove-ter, Clerk. Pet Dec % 
Dec 19 at 11. Hanslip, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Jones, Geo, Blackgang Chail, Isle of W ight, Lodging-house Keeper. 
Pet Dec 4. Dec 19at12. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Mason, Robt Chas Bowstead, East Dereham, Norfolk, Coal Merchant. 
Pet Dec 3. Dec19at1l. Plimsaul, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

McEntire, Jas Bell, Cadogan Hotel, ’Sloane- st, Chelsea, Merchant, 
Pet Dec 3. Dec 19at 11. Angell, ‘Guildhall-yard. 

McKeand, Peter, Blackman-st, Southwark, Hatter. Pet Nov 29. Dee 
19 at 12. Heathfield, Lincoln’s- -inn-fields, 

Overall, Joseph, F rederick - ‘yl, Shacklewell, Carpenter. Pet Dec 5. 
Jan 9 atl. Perry, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall- Bt. 

Pitcher, Jas, sen, Raven-row, Whitechapel-rd, out of business. Pet 
Dec 4. Deci8 atl. Munday, Basinghall-st. 

Preston, Saml Godfrey, Holloway-rd, Dairyman. Pet Dec 5. Dec 19 
atl. "Scott, Basinghall-st. 

Saunders, Edwd, High Holborn, Cab Driver. Pet Dec5. Jan 9 atl. 
Hanslip, Gt James-st, Bedford-row, 

Townsend, John, Royston Lodge, Kilburn, Farmer. Pet Dec 5. Ded 
19 at 12, Wheeler, Bedford-row. 

Walton, Thos Jas, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant. Pet Dec 5. Dec 19 a 
12, Wild & Barber, Ironmonger-lane, Cheapside. 

bg Thos, — for Debt, London. Pet Dec. Dec 18atl2 

ndy, 
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To Surrender in the Country. 
Abbott, Wm. Woollaston, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet 
Dec 4. Wellingborough, Dec 19 at Il. Cook, Wellingborough. 
, Geo, Hockley, Nottingham, Picture-frame Maker. Pet Dec 4. 
Birm, Dec 18 at il. Heath, Nottingham. 































































































































































































































































































































t. Barton, Wm Noel, Bootle, nr Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 5. 
, Dec 21 at 3. Henry, Lpool. 
wv pates, Henry Sutcliffe, Halifax, York, Woollen Merchant. Pet Dec 4. 
Leeds, Dec 20 at 11. Story, Halifax. 
it. Bellinger, Wm, Withington, Gloucester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Dec 
5. Northleach, Dec 22at 2. Stroud, Cheltenham. 
eg Caton, , & Edwd Caton, Brighton, Engravers. Pet Dec 5. 
Brighton, Dec 20 at 11. Runnacles, Brighton. 
st. Chapman, Levi, Market Harborough, Leicester, Baker. Pet Dec 4. 
Market Harborough, Dec 27 at 11. White, Northampton. 
, Jas, Gt Yarmouth. out of business. Pet Dec5. Gt Yar- 
Bs! mouth, Dec22at 1!. Wiltshire, Gt Yarmouth. 
1 Clout, Alfred, Rochester, Kent, Wooddealer. Pet Nov 30. Rochester, 
. Dec 17at2. Morgan, Maidstone. 
c 8, Cole, Mary, Newport Pagnell, Buckingham, Baker. Pet Dec4. New, 
Reg port Pagnell, Dec 19at 4. Conquest & Stimson, Bedford. 
. Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj Dec 4 (for pau). Bris- 
: 6. tol, Dec 21 at 12. 
Crowhurst, Hy, Southborough, Kent, Journeyman Wheelwright. Pet 
10, Dec 3.. Tonbridge Wells, Dec 21 at 3. Rogers, Tonbridge. 
y cartis, Wm Settey, Bampton, Devon, General-shop Keeper. Pet Nov 
ish. 91. Tiverton, Dec 1! at !1. Densham, emptor: a 
Cayler, Fredk Shelley, Clifton, Bristol, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet 
Reg Dec 5. Bristol, Dec 19 at 11. Benson, Bristol. 
Dibb, Robt, Forebridge, Castle Church, Stafford, out of business. 
der, Pet Dec 4. Stafford, Dec 20at 11. Brough, Stafford. 
, Thos Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Adj Nov 16. Stock- 
Dec 21 at 12. Andrews, Manch. 
ant, jon, Joseph, Moorside, Hunslet, York, Smith. Pet Dec 5. 
Leeds, Dec 20 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 
Deo Zdwards, Hy, Newport, Monmouth, Hardwareman. Pet Dec 4, 
Bristol, Dec 19 at lt. Brittan & Sons, Bristol. 
2c ll, Foglish, Hy, Leicester, Machinist. Pet Dec3, Birm, Dec 18 at 11. 
“7 Nee Openshaw, Maoch, Beer Retailer. P 
Sarah. Openshaw, Manch, Beer Retailer. Pet Dec4. Manch, 
Deo a at9.30. Brooks & Co, Manch. ‘ 
Flack, Peter Wm Ludgate, Donnington, Berks, Plasterer, Pet Nov 29. 
omp. Newbury, Dec 21 at 11. Talbot, Newbury. 
Fetcher, Jas, Rochdale, Lancaster, Accountant. - Pet Dec 4, Manch, 
Dec 18 at 12, Standring, Rochdale. 
vark, franklin, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Oxford. Adj Nov 20. Witney, 
Dec 18 at 1. 
Deo’. Gelstharp, Chas, West Auckland, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 1. 
Reg Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Dec 21 at 12. Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
R Gostick, John, Eydon, Northampton, Baker. Pet Decl. Brackley, 
8 Dee I8 at 10. Kilby, Banbury. 
" Habakkuk, John, Brynna Works, Peterston-super-Montern, Glamor- 
ov “gan, Colliery Agent. Pet Dec 5. Bristol, Dec 19 ati. Price, 
Bristol. i 
Reg Hankins, Wm, Pontmorlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet 
Deo 7 Dec’. Merthyr Tydfil, Dec 18 at ll. Pickering, Merthyr Tydfil. 
a Hatfield, Thos, Allerthorpe, York, Publican. Pet Dec3. Pocklington, 
Dec 18 at 11. Mann, York. 
fill, John, Bower Ashton, Somerset, Beer Retailer. Pet Dec 3. Bris- 
tol, Dec 21 at 12. Alman. 
Ireland, Wm Marshall, Manch, Comm Merchant. Pet Dec 4. Manch, 
Dec l7 at 11. Leigh, Manch. 
King Jackson, Sampson, Idle, York, Grocer’s Assistant. Pet'Dec 4. Brad- 
ford, Dec 18 at 9.45. Harle, Leeds. 
ichers, lamb, John Fredc, Adwick-npon-Dearne, York, Farmer. Pet Dec |. 
leeds, Dec 22 at 12. Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 
ceeper. langley, Wm Hy, Llanwair Discoed, Chepstow, Monmouth, Farmer. 
Pet Dec 5. Bristol, Dec 19 at 11. Evans, Chepstow, 
Dec 3 leng, Wm Wells, Gosberton, Lincoln, Bricklayer. Pet Dec4. Spald- 
ing, Dec 18 at 10. Bailes, Boston, 
c 19 ab Mason, Chas, Heath Green Farm, Besley, Worcester, Farmer. Pet 
Dec3. Birm, Dec 2iat 12. James & Griffin, Birm, 
Mun- Miller, Jacob, Exeter, Watchmaker. Pet Dec 4; Exeter, Dec 18 at 11. 
soy 29 Flond, Exeter. 
Nov 29. Mitchell, David, Gt Bolton, Lancaster, Manager. Pet Dec3. Bolton, 
Pet Dec 19at 10. Gordon, Bolton. 
r. Mitchell, Wm Hy Barwick, Nottingham, Journeyman Fellmonger, 
18 Pet Dec 5. Nottingham, Jan 2atil. Lees, Nottingham. 
Dec in, Wm Williams, Gloucester, Severn Carrier. PetDec1. Bris- 
Pet Dec 19 at 11. Cooke, Gloucester. 
‘, , Wm, Southampton, Pork Butcher. PetDec5. Southampton, 
ide. 3 Dec 22 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 
Dec % , Jas, Henlade, Somerset, out of business. Pet Dec 4. Taun- 
ton, Dec 21 at 11, Trenchard, Taunton. 
Keeper. 8, Thos, & Jeremiah Parsons, Sabden, nr Whalley, Lancaster, 
ee nfactarers. Pet Dec 1. Manch,Dec2l at ll. Atkinson & Co, 
Pearce, Peter, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Pet Dec 3 (for pau). 
chant, Ouimsford, Dec 22 at 10, Janes, Cichantint ‘ 
, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj Dec 4 (for pau). Bristol, 
9. Deo boo 21 at 12, . pen) 
riven, Fras Lot, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj Dec 3 (for pau), 
t Dec 5. Bristol, Dec 21 at 12, 
Pet arp, Joseph, Barley, Lancaster, Joiner. Pet Dec 1. Colne, Dec 22 
8s. all. Backhouse & Whittam, Burnley. 
Dec !9 WE Dew Edwd, Southampton, Greengrocer, Pet Dee 3. Southampton, 
ec | Deo 22 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 
tl “eel, John Greenside, Wortley, York, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Dec 5. 
n 9 at’ Dec 20 at 12. Pullen, Leeds. 
pe My Aldwell Chas, Stockport, Chester, Auctioneer. Pet Dec 3, 
5. fanch, Dec 19 at 12. Fletcher, Manch. 
19 at Paylor, Robt, Doncaster, York, Joiner. Pet Dec4. Doncaster, Dec 
: der, J Ferien pe York, Gent, Pet Dec 6, Leeds 
Mer, Jas, Livi , nr Pic , York, Gent, j . 
18.ab1% Bh Deci7at it, North & Sons, Leeds 












Leeds. 
tkefield, Geo, Handsworth, Stafford, Jeweller. Pet Nov29, Birm, 


Wesley, Tom Hards, Brighton, Clerk to a Wine Merchant. Pet Deo 
4. Brighton, Dec 20 atil. Lamb, Brighton. 

Wheeldon, Matthew, Burslem, Stafford, Furniture Dealer. Pet Deo 
4. Hanley, Dec 22 at 11. Tomkinson, Burslem. 

Whitaker, Thos, Barnoldswick. York, Cotton-Manufacturer. Pet Deo 
1, Leeds, Dec 20 at 11. Nowell, Burnley. 

Wright, Richd, Bootham, York, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 5. Leeds, Deo 
20 at 11. Mann, York. 

Wigglesworth, Simeon, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Pet Nov 29 (for 
pau). Manch, Dec 18 at 9.30. Gardner, Mauch. 


Woollons, Thos. Worcester, Tailor. Pet Dec5. Worcester, Dec 19 at 
ll. Wilson, Worcester. 


Tuespay, Dec. 11, 1866. 
To Surrender in London. 
Adams, John, Chenies-mews, Bedford-st, Cab Proprietor. Pet Dec 6. 
Dec 24 at 1}. Towne, Gt Russell-st, Bloomsbury. 
Antill, Wm Jas, Euston-rd, Undertaker. Pet Nov 27, Dec 21 at 11. 
Chidley, Old Jewry. 
Beckley, Geo, Oxford-st, Saddler. Pet Dec5. Jan9at 12. Barry, 
Gray’s-inn- pl. : 
Castell, Jacob, Type-st, Finsbury, Tin-plate Worker. Pet Dec 3. 
Jan9at ll. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Ersser, Ann, Broad-st, Golden-sq, Lapidary. Pet Dec 3. Jan 9at 11, 
Davis, Golden-sq. 
Gees, Wm, Red Lion-st, Clerkenwell, Meat Salesman. Pet Dec 6. 
Dec 24 at 11. Stevens & King, Staple-inn, Holborn. 
Kelcey, Richd, Folkestone, Kent, out of business. Pet Dec 4. Jan9 
at 12. Nichols & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Lewis, Richd Cope, Park-ter, Regent’s-pk, Saddler. Pet Dec6. Jan 
8atli. Earle, Bedford-row. 
Morgan, Hy Saml, East-st, Bethnal-green, no occupation. Pet Dec 6, 
Dec 24 at 11. Spiller, South-pl, Finsbury. 
Nichols, Geo Hy, Soho-sq, Printer’s Manager. PetDec4. Jan 9at1l. 
Davis, Golden-sq. 
Pearless, Reuben Geo, Blue Anchor-rd, Bermondsey, Leather Dresser. 
Pet Dec 8. Jan9at2. Hicks, Moorgate-st. 
Stanley, Christopher, Park-rd, Peckham, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Dec8. JanSatll. Rigby, Coleman-st. 
Stimpson, Jas, East Dereham, Norfolk, Soda Water Manufacturer. 
Pet Nov 24. Jan9at2. Trehern & Co, Barge-yd-chambers. 


Trott, Mark King, Pembroke-rd, Walthamstow, Painter. Pet Dec 8. 
Dec 24 at 11. Hall, Coleman-st. 
Williams, John, Mile End rd, Cheesemonger. Pet Dec6. Jan8 at 11. 


Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. ‘ 

Wood, Richd Joseph, Prospect-pl, Stoke;Newington, China and Glass 
Dealer. Pet Dec 4. Jan 9at!2. Dubois, Church-passage, Gresham-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Adams, Fras, Cwm, nr Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. Pet Dec 8. 
Bristol, Dec 22 at 11. Williams, Bristol. 

Airey, John, Southport, Lancaster, Coal Merchant. Pet Dec 6. Lpool, 
Dec 19 at 12. Husband, Lpool. 

Birch, John, Shrewsbury, Salop, Stonemason, Pet Dec 8. Shrewsbury, 
Dec 28 at 11. Davies, Shrewsbury. 

Collins, Wm, Dudley, Worcester, Attorney’s Clerk. PetDec6. Birm, 
Jan i4at12. James & Griffin, Birm. 


Champion, Jas, jun, Nevenden, Essex, Grocer. Pet Dec 7. Brent- 
wood, Dec 22 at 10. Preston, Brentwood. 
Clarke, John, Nottingham, Bookkeeper. Pet Dee 7. Nottingham, 


Jan 2at 11. Belk, Nottingham. 

Critchlow. Stephen, Sheffield, Bone Handle and Scale Cutter. Pet Dec 
6. Sheffield, Dec 27 at 1. Sugg, Sheffield. 

Dobson, Christopher, Sharrow, York, Labourer, Pet Dec 5, Ripon, 
Dec 22 at 11. Hindle, Ripon. 

Eddowes, John, & Hy Eddowes, Lpool, Provision Merchants. 
Pet Dec?. Lpoel, Dec 21 at 11. Messrs. Martin, Lpool. 

Faweett, John, Stokesley, York, Plumber. Pet Dec8. Stokesley, Dec 
29 at ll. Palmer, Stokesley. 

Furlong, Anne, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Dec 8. Pembroke, Dec 29 at 930. Parry, Pembroke Dock. 

Gooden, Thos, & Jas Almond Gooden, Bolton-le-Moors, Lancaster, 
Oil Merchants. Pet Dec 10, Manch, Dec 21 at 12, Sutton & Elliott, 

anch. 

Gresty, Joseph, Manch, Landscape Gardener. Pet Dec 5. Stockport, 
Dec 21 at 12. Sale & Co, Manch. 

Harris, Thos, Luton, Bedford, Wheelwright. Pet Dec 5. Luton, Dec 
19 at 10. Simpson, St Alban’s. 

Hawes, Emanuel, Hastings, Sussex, Mail Driver. Pet Dec 7. Hastings, 
Dec 29 at 11. Shorter, Hastings. 

Higgins, Wm, Wingrave, Buckingham, General Dealer. Pet Dec 5. 
Aylesbury, Dec 29 at 12. Shepherd, Luton. 

Holder, Robt, Chelte: Gl ter, Market Gard Pet Dec 3. 
Cheltenham, Dec 27 at tl. Potter, Cheltenham. 

Hoyle, Richd Elkanah, Lincoln, Surgeon. Pet Dec 6. Lincoln, Dec 27 

at 11. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Hunter, Wm, Barnard Castle, Durham, Seedsman. Pet Nov 30. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 21 at 12.30. Simpson, Manch. 

lliff, Edwd, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Timber Merchant. Pet Dec 

6. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 10 at 12. Thompson, Sunderland. 

Jackson, Geo Bolam, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, ont of business. Pet 

Dec 7. Newcastle, Dec 22. at 10. Forster, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Jenks, Saml, jun, Lpool, Fruiterer. Pet Dec5. Lpool, Jan 2 at 3. 

Henry, Lpool. 

Jessop. Robt Holmes, Paddock, Huddersfield, Shopkeeper. Pet Nov 23. 

Huddersfield, Dec 3! at 10. Freeman, Huddersfield. 

Kay. Jabez, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Clothier. Pet Nov 27. Leeds, Jan9 

at 12. Clough, Huddersfield. 















Yan4ati0, Allen, Birm. 








Lawton, Thos, Stockport, Chester, Grocer. Pet Dec!. Manch, Dec 
2latl2. Sutton & Eltiott, Manch, 

Leicester, John, Salford, Lancaster, Timber Merchant. Pet Dec 5. 
Manch, Dec 21 at 11. Smith & Boyer, Manch. 

Maunder, Saml, Exeter, Accountant. Pet Dec8. Exeter, Dec 22 at 
11. Toy, Exeter. 

May, Thos, Alrewas, Stafford, namayy Bee Bricklayer. Pet Dec 7. 
Lichfield, Dec 21 at 10, Wilson, Lichfield. _ 

Morgan, John Davies, Risca, Monmouth, Auctioneer. Pet Dec 6. 


Bristol, Dec 22 at 11. Goodere, Newport, 
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Nixon, Wm, Longton, Stafford, Working Potter. Pet Dec 6, Cheadle, 
Dec 2! at ll. Adderley, Longton. 

Peairs. Wm. Kinninvie, Durham, Publican. Pet Deo 5. Barnard 
Castle, Dec 22 at 12, Nixon, Barnard Castle. 

Richardson, Edwd Pyle, Longhorsley, Northumberland, Innkeeper. 
Pet Dec 6. Morpeth. Dec 27 at 10. Swan, Morpeth. 

Sanderson, Richd, Chorley, Lancaster. Pet Dec 6. Chorley, Jan 10 at 
10. Stanton. Chorley. 

Shanks, Thos. Rochdale, Lancaster, Engine Driver. Pet Dec 5. Roch- 
dale, Dec 22 at 11. Whitehead, Rochdale. 

Simpson, Thos Burne, West Teignmouth, Devon, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Pet Dec 6. Fxeter, Dec 21 at 12. Terrell, Exeter. 

Tait, Alex. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Iron Merchant. Pet Dec4. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, Dec 21 at 12. Scaife & Britton, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne 

Thomas, John, Cefn Ydfa, Langonoyd, Glamorgan, Farm Labourer. 
Pet Dec 1. Bridgend, Dec 22 at 11. Jenkins, Bridgend. 

Treble, John Richd, Exeter, Commission Agent. Pet Dec 5. Exeter, 
Dec 21at 12. Terrell, Exeter, 

Turner, Clias Grey, Exeter, Baker. Pet Dec’7. Exeter, Dec 22 at 11, 
Floud, Exeter. 

Waters, Eliz Sarah, Hythe, Kent, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet Dec 7. 
Hythe, Dec 19 at 11, Minter, Folkestone. 

Whitfield, John, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Dec 6. Lpool, Dec 
21 at 11. Worship, Lpool., 

Wilson, Geo, Oldham, Millwright. Pet Dec 5. Oldham, Dec 27 at 12. 
Ascroft, Oldham. 


Wood, Geo, Sunderland, Durham, Shipbuilder. Pet Dec 30. New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, Dec 21 at 11.30. Simey, Sunderland. _ 
Wootton, Stephen Pearcy, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Adj Dec 5. 


Stafford, Dec 21 at 12. Baker, Walsall. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frrpay, Dec. 7, 1866, 
Taylor, John Jasper, The Pavement, Clapham, Upholsterer. Nov 20. 
— Edwd, Ashurst Wood, East Grinstead, Sussex, Bricklayer. 
Nov 14, 
Nicholson, Atkin, Thorne, York, Tailor. Sept. 29. 
Perfect, Horace, Gt Yarmouth, Chief Engineer. Oct 24. 
Tourspay, Dec, 11, 1866, 
Cooper. Jas Hy, Southend, Essex, out of business, Nov 22. 
Cuss, Wm, Blackfriars-rd, Saddler. Dec 11. 
Leather, Alex Wm Dow, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Attorney. Dec 8. 
Leserve, Louisa, Pritchard’s-rd, Hackney-rd, Toy Dealer, Nov 29. 








NRESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to.introduce, on behalf of their clients, Fro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities, 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the ollowing 
form :— 

- PkurosaL For LOAN ON MORTGAGES. 

ATE. ..000 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, ar by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build- 
ings, state the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 





to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King’s, 
: £3.4 £8,.4 £8.4 24. € 

Table Forks, perdoz...... 110 QOand! 18 0 28: 0 30 0 
Dessert ditto ...sseeesese 1 0 Oand1 10 0 41315 0 2 2 0 
Table Spoons .....-..606. 110 Oandl 18 0 28 0 30 6 
Dessert ditto ....eeees00. 1:0 Oand!110 0 115 0 22 0 
012 OandQ 18 O° 1 3 6 110 0 


Tea SPOOM8 .cccsccosecece 

Every Article for the Table asin Silver. 
warded on receir* of 20 stamps. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 


IRST CLASS SUNDAY PAPER.- THE 
OBSERVER, established 1791, contains the fullest no‘'-a of 
every event of importance that occurs on the Saturday, together with a 
complete epitome of the news of the previous days. For the latest official 
and telegraphic information, as well as for original articles on every 
subject of public interest, The Observer has always been distinguished, 
In can be obtained in the country by the early trains on Sunday morning. 
Price, unstamped, 5d.; stamve? . 6d.—Office, 170, Strand. 


‘)‘HE SMOKER’S BONBON immediately and 

effectually removes the Taste and Smell of Tobacco from the Mouth 
and Breath, and renders Smoking agreeable and safe. It is very pleasant 
and wholesome. Prepared by a patent process, from the recipe of an 
eminent physician, by SCHOOLING & Co., Wholesale and Export Con- 
fectioners, Bethnal-green, London. One Shilling per box; post free, 14 
stamps.—Sold by Chemists, Tobacconists, &c. 


IDMAN’S SEA SALT, the Substitute for Sea 
Bathing.—Astonishing results are effected by its daily use in 
poten see sprains, be 3 0g i. id yee 7 is the best 
ener extant. So y all chemists sts, in and 

boxes of 7Ib., 14lb., 28lb., 561b., and 1 cwt.—N.B. Potiontatty oe that 


each package bears the words, “Tidman’s Sea Salt.” 


A Sample Tea Spoon for- 


















LOANS ON DEBENTURES. 
CROSSLEY AND SONS (LIMITED), 


J OHN 











HALIFAX. 
CAPITAL SUBSCRIBED £1,650,000 
Do. PAID UP £1,092,390 








Do. RESERVE FUND..........008 £11,284 

The Directors of the above Company are prepared to RECEIVE LOayg 
on Debentures for periods of not Jess than one, or more than five years; 
to bear interest at five per cent. per annum. The interest on Sums from 
£10 to £100 will be paid yearly, say on the 5th of July; the interest, 
sums exceeding £100 will be paid half yearly, say on the 5th of January 
and on the 5th of July. 

Loans for periods of longer or shorter dates than the above will by 
subject to special arrangement. 

Apply personally, or by letter, to Mr. BENJAMIN MUSGRAVg, 
Dean Clough Mills, Halifax. 


LAW PRINTING. 
ATES AND ALEXANDER 
Law AND Poustic Companies Painrers, 

7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Invite the attention of the Legal Profession to the superior advantage 
their Office affords for the execution of every description of Princing, 
They invite orders for— 

PARLIAMENTARY BILLS, APPEALS, BILLS OF COMPLAINT, ANSWERS 


And ail Legal Documents, 
MEMORANDUMS AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION. 
PROSPECTUSES, and all work in connection with Public Compania, 
Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Auctioneers’ Catalogues, Posters, te, 


BILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 
PER 4s, 6d. PAGE, 
A Lower Charge titan has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
PRICE IF PUT TO ACcouNT, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies, 30 Copies, 
8 pages.........£2 28. 0s. £2.38. Gd. £2 4s, Gd. 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C,. 


HAT IS YOUR CREST AND MOTTO?- 

Send name and county to Culleton’s Heraldic Office, with 3s. 64 

for plain sketch; in heraldic colours, 6s. The arms of man and wk 

blended, The proper colours for servants’ livery. Family pedigrees 

traced. Culleton’s book of family crests and mottoes, 4,000 engraving, 

printed in colours, £10 10s. ‘The Manual of Heraldry, 400 engraving, 

3s. 6d.; crest engraved on seals, rings, and dies, 7s. 6d,; book pli 

engraved with arms, 2ls.—T. CuLteron, Genealogist, 25, Cranboum 
street, corner of St. Martin’s-lane. < 


NULLETON’S EMBOSSING PRESSES, 21s, fe 
Stamping Paper with Crest, Monogram, or Address, Anyone ct 
use them.—25, Cranbourne-street. 


|b yg roctadinreaag on Engraved with Arms and Crest, 2is 

Livery-button Dies, 2 gs, Crest on silver spoons or forks, 6s. pt 
dozen; Crest on seals or steel dies, 7s. 6d. Seals with engrard 
crest or monogram, 12s.—25, Cranbourne-street. 


5 QUIRE OF PAPER, 3s., Stamped with Monogram; 
100 Envelopes, 1s. 6d. No charge for engraving Steel Die wit 
Monogram, Crest, or Address, if an order be given for a Ream of vey 
best paper and 500 Envelopes, all Stamped. for 21s., or P.O, oriet 
Monograms designed, 1s.—25, Cranbourne-stre t. 


ULLETON’S VISITING CARD.—A copper-plat 
engraved and 50 superfine Cards printed for 2s.; post-free, 
—25, Cranbourne-strcet. 


ULLETON’S PLATES for MARKING LINEN. 

The most permanent way of marking Linen with Crest, Monograli, 

or Name, Anyone can use them. Initial Plate,1s ; Name Plate, 28.64; 

Set of Moveable Numbers, 2s. 6d.; Crest, 5s.; with directions, 

for cash or stamps. By T. CuLteTon, Seal Engraver to her Majestysm 

Diesinker to the Board of Trade, 25, Cranbourne-street (corner of & 
Martin’s-lane), W.C. 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quailty:- 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 203. 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. set of six. Table Knives aol 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea 
6s, 6d. setof three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. *he set. 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 188, per dozen, White Bone Kirt 
aol weeny 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, Allw 
ranted. 
As the linits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, 8! 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing I 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriag® 


vt rail, 
a RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, ° 































50 Copies, 
£2 68. 6 


























































































Opposite Somerset House, 
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